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Sr.NO. CAUSE & TITLE SUBJECT 


619, C.A.No.9630/94 

Union of India & ors. v* Civil 

Karnail Singh & oxs, 

620, C.A.No. 3403/87 

M/s .Astra Pharmaceuticals 

(p) Ltd. v. Collector of Tax 

Central Excise, Chandigarh 


621. C.A.No.83 of 1995 etc. 

Krxshi Utpadan Mandi Samiti Civil 

& Anr. v. Makrand Singh & Ors, 

622. C.A.No.9644/94 

State of U.P. & Anr. v. Service 

Dr.S.K.Sinha & Ors. 

623. C.A.No. 9643/94 
Sugan Chand v. 

The Dy,Director of Civil 

Consolidation^ 

Dehradun/Saharanpur, U.P. 

& Ors. 


6?4. C.A. w o. 42/95 

Karmaj.j. Singh & Anr. v. 

Darshan Singh & Ors 

625. C.A.N 0# 45 4 2/84 
V.Lakshmancn v. 

B.K.Mangalagin & Ors. 

626. C.A.No.9643/94 

Bharat Petroleum Corporation 
Ex-Employees Association & Ors. 
v. Bharu- Petroleum Corpn. 

Ltd. & O^s. 


Civil 


Civil 


Servic% 


627. C.A.No.4931/94 

Union of India & Anr. v. 
Pratap Singh & Ors. etc, 

. SLP(Crl.) Nos.1208-9/94 
Giani D^v^oder Singh Sant 
Sepoy C v. Union of 
India & 

2. C.a,No. &A/9C~ 

The St3r Rajasthan & Anr. 
v. Coped ’ i 


Civil 


Criminal 


Service 


DATE 

17.11.94 

16.12.94 

1.12,94 

2.12.94 

2.12.94* 

16.12.94 

13.12.94 

15.12.94 

14.12.94 

4.1.95 

2 ? -\— <r \S 

n i nr.— 


/2 



2 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6 . 


7. 


8 . 


9. 


10 . 


11 . 


12 . 


13. 


14. 


15. 


Crl.A, No. 434/85 
Mukhtlar Singh & Anr. etc. 
v. State of Punjab etc. 

C.A.No.2466/89 

M/s. Uni ted Glass , Bangalore 

v. Collector of Central 

Excise 

C.A.No.103/95 
State of Orissa v. 

Sangram Das 

C.A.No.574/93 
Stf.Harish Tandon v. 

The Addl.District Magistrate, 
Allahabad, U.P. & Ors. 

C.A.Nos.1799—1800/89 
Mr.R.D.Hattangadi v. 

M/s.Pest Control (India) 

Pvt. Ltd. & Ors. 


Criminal 


Tax 


Service 


Rent 


Civil 


C.A.No,185/95 

Natwar Textile Processors Civil 

Pvt. Ltd. & Anr. v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

C.A.No.674/95 

Chandigarh Administration & Anr. Civil 
v. Jagjit Singh & Anr. etc. 


C.A.No.32(N) /80 etc. 

Annasaheb Bapusaheb patil & Ors. 
v. Balwant @ Balasaheb Babusaheb 
pa til (dead) by Lrs. & heirs etc. 


C.A.Nos.215-16/89 
Metal Box India Ltd. v. 

The.Collector of Central 
Excise, Madras. 

C.A. No. f 07/95 

Dr.Bal Krishna Agarwal v. 

State of Uttar Pradesh & Ors. 

C.A.Nos,4347-54/90 etc. etc. 
U.P.State Road Transport 
Corporation & Anr. v. 

U.P.Parjvahan Nigam Shishukhs 
Berozgsr Scjpgh & Ors. 

Crl.A.Nc, o3/94 
S^.Jagart th & 2 Ors, v. 
State of u.r. 

C.A.No.71 */J5 
Romesh C* •"'der v. 

Smt.Savil_ 


Tax 


Service 


Civil 


Criminal 


Civil 


4.1.95 


5.1.95 


2.1.95 , 


5*1.95 


6.1.95 


9.1.95 

10.1.95 

6.1.95 

10.1.95 

10.1.95 

12.1.95 

12^1.95 

13 , 3.95 


. 3 /- 
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16. 

C.A,No. 3528/91 etc. 

The State of Rajasthan & Anr, 
v. Gopaldas etc. etc. 

Service 

13.1.95 

17, 

C.A.No.7423/94 

Dluesh Prasad Yadav v. 

The State of Bihar & Ors. 

Civil 

13.1.95 

18. 

C.A.No,1413/77 

Coranissioner of Income Tax, 
Corporation Sc Anr. v. 

Chittor Electric Supply 
Corporation & Anr. 

Tax 

13.1.95 

19. 

C.A.No.695/86 

Rajeswari Amma & Anr. v. 

Joseph & Anr. 

Civil 

10.1.95 

20. 

C.A.Nos.1891—92/89 

The Special Tahsildar(LA) 

P.W.D. Schemes, VHjnya’oar 
v f M.A.Jabbar 

C- .4. 

11.1.95 

CORRIGENDUM 



1. 

C.A.Nos.7375-78/94 
K.S.Panpoornan v. 

State of Kerala & ors. 


20.10.94 

2. 

C.A.Nos.8768-71/94 

Sarat Kumar Dash & Ors. v. 
Biswajit Patnaik & Ors. 


27.10*94 

3. 

C.A.Nos.31—32/94 

SubaBh Chandra Verma v. 

The State of Bihar 


13.12.94 

4. 

C.A.No.3o3/80 

Bajirao T.Kote 

(dead) by Lrs. & Anr. v. 

State of Maharashtra & Ors. 


8.12.94 


*★* 
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19. C.A.No. 32 (IT)/80 

Annasaheb Bapus^het Patil v. 6*1*95 

B^lwant © Balasaheb Babusaheb Pate3 

20. C.a.No.2357/3* 

Math even padmanabhan vr . 30.H.94 

Parmeshweran Thampi 

21. W(C'l’o 205/36 



Consumer ‘/location & 

Pes^rch Centre v. 

Union of “nd^a 

27.1.95 

22. 

C n,ro 56~ 05 

Babuo >■ 3ir v. State of U.P. 

4.10.94 

23. 

SUP,No 17^05 /Q ; 

An- 5 ! kuma* c *j.ngh v. 

Shivr^th riishf 3 

24.10.94 

24. 

C,A.No*6575-80/94 

V. Sreem vasa Pedciy v. 

Govt, of P, 

5.10.94 

25. 

C i, M o°.2 343-15/9 x 

Hi ji) Cooit 3>f Punjab Sc 

H^ryona v. Amrik Singh 

23.11.94 

?6, 

C.«.Nof.2211 -15/84 

Jilubhai Naobhai Khachar 
v. State of Gujarat 

20.7.9* 

r~* 

CM 

C.a.No,565^9* 

P.N Krushna Lai v. 

Govt, of Keaala 

17.11.94 

28. 

C.a. v 0 .-*452/84 

State of Madhya Pradesh 
v. Surandra Kumar 

18.1.95 

29. 

C.a. 1109/79 

Mahadeo Savlare-n She^ke S' 

Ors. v. The Puna Kuoicipc 1 

CVrpm anion St Anr. 

24.1.95 
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C.A.N©.1569/86 

Karnail Singh v. 
toil Kumar & A nr. 

Civil 

10.1.95 

22. 

C.A.No. 5491/85 Civil 

Smt.Prem Late & Anr* v. 

M/s.Ishar Dass Chaman Lai & Ors* 

10.1.95 

23. 

C.A.NO. 748/95 

Chief Medical Officer 
v. Khadeer Khadri 

Service 

10.1.95 

24. 

X. A. No. 2/95 

IN C. A .No *9214/94 

U.P.Jal Nigam & Ors. 
v. Durga ^rasad Singh & Ors. 

Service 

9.1.95 

25. 

C. a. No. 722/95 

Siri Pal v. 

Haryana State Electricity 
Board & Anr. 

Service 

9.1.95 

26. 

C.a. No.772/95 

State of Bihar & Ors. 
v. Sachchidanad Kishore 

Prasad Sinha & Ors. 

Tax 

16.1.95 

27. 

Crl.A.No.422/90 etc. 
E.K.Chandrasenan etc. etc. 

. v. The State of Kerala 

Criminal 

17.1.95 

28. 

W.P.(C)No.786/93 etc. etc. 
Indian Council of Legal 

Aid & Advice, etc. etc. 
v. Bar Council of India & Anr 

Civil 

* 

17.1.95 

29. 

C.A.No.783-84/95 

Raj Kumar & Anr. v. 

State of Punjab St Anr. 

Civil 

11.1.95 

30. 

C.A.No.834/95 

Chief General Manager 
(Telecom) N.E.Telecom 

Circle & Anr. v. 

Sh.Rajendra Ch.Bhattacharjee 

St Ors. 

Service 

18.1.95 

31. 

W.P. (C) No* 2/95 

Ram Deo Bhadari St Ors. 
v. Election Coramis ion of 
India St Ors. 

Election 

17.1.94 


•* 


2 /* 



** M i* 


»* 

c^A,so.2iir/rr 

saaR^a*- 

c$*?£ 

17.1.9* 


C*A,Hos,2S4g^6/ea 
a*u*> ictan #** ** 

Peep Kumar Cliavla & Ors. 

ox vil 

fray * _ jw» 

34, 

p,i^»»*3aoo/®9 
¥at,#alg©aoar * 

Brother Ltd. v. 

Union of India 

Civil 

U.1.95 

35* 

S.L.P.»o,23415/94 
p,L,Kantha Kao & Gr», 
v. State of A,p, & Ors. 

Civil 

13,1.95 

36, 

C.a.No. 820/95 

Collector of Madras a ^nr* 
e, K.Ka j ama nick an 

Service 

13.1.95 

37, 

Crl.A.Ho, 71/95 

State of A,P, v, 

Korr apati Subrehmanyam & Ors. 

Criminal 

13.1.95 

3a, 

C.A.Hos*8l8-8l9/95 

U,p.State Tourism 

Development Corporation 

Ltd. v, I.B.Mlsra & Ors. 

Service 

18.1.95 

39, 

C.A.No* 258/85 

Sociedade de Foroento Industrial 
‘ Pvt. Ltd. & Ors. v. Tax 

Mormugao Pock Labour Board & Anr. 

18.1.95 

40, 

W.p.(C) NO.146/92 

Ravi Paul & Ora. v. 

Service 

19.1.95 


Union of India & Ors. 


*** 



atomme &mt <a> m*&> 


mejsh^m- im 


S^S*. cfegSB &.aamue 

smm 


41s 

State of tm&l Haau 

V, lt»1?*F,1C4very Chesty 

'Civil 

19.1*95 

4 2 * 

C*A .No*5620/94 
£aa«r Parang v. 
fiameah Nerang & Ots. 

Civil 

19.1.95 

43, 

Ctl.A.Ho.7S4/80' 

State of Punjab v. 

Ajaib Singh 

Criminal 

20.1.$5 

44, 

W.P. (C)No.819/92 

Gem Granites & Anr. v. 

State of l^adl Na< 3 U & ors. 

CivU 

19.1.95 

45, 

C.A.No.5060/94 

M/s.New India Assurance Co. 
ltd. v. Union of India & Ors. 

Civil 

20.1.95 

46. 

C.A.No.870/95 

E>urga Narayan v. 

Chairman and Managing 

Director, Dena Bank 

Service 

20.1.95 

47. 

B. P*No.41/93 in 

C. A.No.887/95 

Union of India v. 

B.v.saroja & Anr. 

Civil 

13.1.95 

48. 

C.A.No.1400/86 

Sh.Iiokraj & Ors* v . 

Kishan Lai & Ors. 

Civil 

11.1.95 

49. 

C.A.No.922/95 

T.Shanthsram v. 

State of Karnata v ^ & ors. 

Service 

16.1.95 

50. 

1. A. No, 3/94 

In SI# (C) No,21000/93 

Delhi Development Authority 
v. Skipper Construction & Anr. 

Civil 

25.1.95 

51. 

C.A.No. 998/90 

Nikki v. 

Union of India & Anr* 

Civil 

17.1.95 

52. 

C.A.No* 1216/92 

Sant Saran Goswarai § Deoji 

Civil 

17.1.95 


v. The State <*f Bihat & Ots. 


2 /- 



mm- 




1*11.3* 

Sh.Shivkus^ 4 0 x 4 % 



5»< 

jgffjK*, 


$$£■' -c^ii^i^ 

'" ; ' r V.M.Sdnen^ & 0X8. T*.',- -O ;•' 

St^t^« of itti<5hi;« Pradesh & Ors. 


25.I.9S 

57% S£P~ < : ’;• ■■> 

The Sj&lum" TPi* Ccwroissloner 
etc* etc*- *• B f C.patal etc. 

: seqhrtce 

3.1.95 

50* C.A*ilos # io57-50 & 1039/95 

P.Rdm Reddy etc. v, 
band Acquisition Officer, 
Hyderabad Urban Development: 
Authority, Hyderabad etc. 

... cmi ■ 

27.1.95 

■A 4 . ’’"' '* - 

59. C%A.HoS.1421-^/91 * 

State of Kerala & Ant• 
v, Betty lf/0 b.J*Mani & Anr, 

Civil * 

17.1.95 

60. C.A.No*445a/64 

State of Madhya*Pradesh 
v# Surendra Kumar & Anr. 

Civil 

18.1.95 

5* C 4 A.MO 4 2481/93 ' 

Union of India v. 

Harish Chandra Bhatia 


a. 12.94 

6. Cxi. A. Ho. 63/94 

Sh. Jagannath & 2 Ors. v. 

State of Uttar Pradesh 


12.1.95 

******** 
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SUBJECT 

DATE 

61. 

C.A.No. 1497/93 etc. 

State Of Orissa & Ors. 
v. Adwait Charan Mohanty etc. 


Service 

27.1.95 

62. 

W.P.(C)No.206/86 

Consumer Education & Research 
Centre & Ors. v. Union of 
India & Ors, 


Civil 

27.1.95 

63. 

C.A.No. 1110/95 

Director General of 

Ordnance Services & Ors. v. 
P.N.Malhotra 


Service 

30.1.95 

_64. 

C.A.Nos, 1088-89/95 

State of Haryana & Anr„ v. 
Jagdish Chander 


Service 

13.1.95 

65. 

C.A.No. HOl/95 

State of Punjab & Ors. v. 
Chaman Lai Goyal 


Service 

31.1.95 

66. 

C.A.No. 7166/93 

Consumer Unity & 

Trust Society, Jaipur v. 

The Chairman & Managing 
Director , Bank of Baroda, 
Calcutta, & **nr.* 


Service 

31.1.95 

67. 

SLP(C)Nos.21448/94 etc. etc. 
Birla Cement Works v. 

G.M. Western Railways & Anr. 


Civil 

2.1.95 

68. 

C.A.No. 1152/95 

State of Orissa & Anr. 
v. Dr.pyari Mohan Misra 


Service 

6.1.95 

69. 

C. A. No.5401/85 

M/s.Warden & Co. (India) Pvt. Ltd. 
v. The Collector of Central 

Excise, Thane, 

Tax 

1.2.95 

73* 

C.A.No. 1256/95 

State of Madhya Pradesh & Aar. 
v. Rakesh Menon & Anr. 


Education 

1*2.95 

71. 

C.A.NoS, 1251-53/95 

G^D.Zalani & Anr. etc. etc. 
v. Union of India & Ors. 


Civil 

2.2.95 

72. 

Crl.A.lJo. 212/95 

Habibuila Kha$ v. 

State of Orissa & Anr. 


Criminal 

2.2.95 



* • 

.2/- 




73 ;- 

C.A.No. 72/92 

Mirsa Majid Hussain v. 

State of H.P. & Anr. 

ci^ti 

18.-1.95 

74. 

C.A.No. 3867/90 * 

Khanna Improvement Trust v. 

Land Acquisition Tribunal & Ors-, 

civil 

18.4,95 

75. 

C.A.No. 12 85/95 

State of Mariya Pradesh & ^nr* 
v. Sri S.S.Kourav & Ors. 

Service 

19.1.95 

76. 

W.P. (C) No.674/92 

Sh.Bhagwan Singh v. 

The Chairman, Ncida & 2 Ors. 

Civil 

19.1.95 

”7T. 

W.P.(C)No.974/91 

Sri Bagawati Tea Estates Ltd. 

& Anr. etc. etc, v. 

Government of India & Qxs. 

Civil 

3.2.95 

78. 

Crl.A.No.218/95 

State of Tamil Nadu v. 

Thirukkural Perumal 

Criminal 

31,1*95 

79. 

C.A.No. 125t/95 

The Union of India & Ors. v. 
L.Mohan & Ors, 

Service 

1*2.95 

80. 

C.A.No.1323-27/95 

M/s.Hind Wire Industries Ltd. 
v. The Conmissioner of Ineome 

Tax, West Bengal~V ' 

Tax 

20.1*95 


CQRKIGSNPUM 

7. C,A.No#2627/84 etc. 

The South Indian Film 

Chamber, Madras etc. v, 16.12.$4 

Entertaining Enterprises 
Madras & Ors, etc. 

8. C.A.No*2312/77 etc. 

The Cochin Devaswam Board 17.1*95 

v. Captain £*M«rGeorge & Ors. 


* * * 
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S.S9, CAUSE & TITLE 

81* C*A.No.1312/95 

The New India Assurance 
Co*Ltd* v. Smt.Shanti 
Bai & Ors. 

82* W.P* (C) No. 731/94 £fcc- ^U. . 

Lai Babu Hussein & Ors. 
v. Electoral Registration 
Officer Sc ors, 

83. C.A.NO* 1343/95 etc. etc. 

State of M.P, & Anr. v* 

Ram Kishna Balothia & Anr. 
etc* etc, 

84. W.P.(C)No.546/94 
Madan Lai Sc Ors. v. 

The State of Jammu & 

Kashmir & Ors. 

85. C.A.No. 6026/93 

Election Commission of In'.la 
v. State Bank of India Staff 
Association Loeal Head Office 
Unity Patna St Oxs. 

86. C,A,Np, 2252/94 
M/s.Voltas Ltd. Bombay v. 
Union of India & Ors. 

87. C.A.No.1408/95 

Shramik Uttarsh Sabha v. 
Raymond Woolen Mills Ltd. 

Sc Ors. 

88 . C.A.No. 3459/82 
M/s.Noorulla Ghazanfarulla 
v. The Municipal Board of 
Aligarh, Aligarh. 

89. C.W.P.No* 777/94 
Ms.Swati Gupta v. 

State of U.P. Sc Ors. 

90. C.A.No.4913/89 etc. 

Mansukhlal Dhanraj Jain 
& Ors. etc. v. Eknath 
Vithal Ogale etc. 

91. C.A.No. 1418/95 tMt. 

M/s.leha Marbles v. 

Bihar State Electricity 
Board Sc Anr. 


SUBJECT 

Civil 

Election 

Civil 

Service 

Election 

civil 

Civil 

Ci**l 

Education 

Rent 

Civil 


DATE 


6.2.95 


6.2.95 


6,2.95 


6.2.95 


7.2.95 


7.2.95 


7.2.95 


7.2.95 


2.2.95 


8,2,95 


3,2.95 



Civil 


9.2.95 


92 . C.A .Nos . 1429-30/95 

Secretary, Ministry of 
92 Information & Broadcasting 
& Ors. etc. v. Cricket 
Association of Bengal & Ors. etc. 

93. C.A.No. 7142/93 

The Chairman, Thiruvalluvar 
Transport Corporation v. 

The Consumer Protection Council 


94. SLP.No.22863/94 

M/s.Nova Steel (India) Ltd. 
v. M.C.D. & Ors. 

95. C.A.Nos.4974-76/85 etc. 

State of Haryana v. 

Gurcharan Singh & Anr. etc. 

96. 1.A.Nos.3 & 14/94 IN 
SiiP(C) No.21000/93 

Delhi Development Authority 
v. Skipper Construction & Anr. 

97. C.A.No.1696/95 etc. 

D.Krishna Veni Sc Anr. etc. v. 
State of Orissa & Ors. 

98. C.A.Nos.4079-80/85 etc. etc. ' 
Hindustan Steel Works 
Construction Ltd. etc. etc. 
v. Hindustan Steel Works 
Construction Ltd. Employees* 
Union, Hyderabad & Anr. etc. 

99. C.A.No.448/73 

Amrit Bansspati Co. Ltd. u.. 
Union of India & Ors. 

100. C.A.No.5653/90 etc. etc. 
R.Rajagopal Reddy (dead) 
by lrs. Sc Ors. v. Padmini 
Chandrasekharan (dead) by Lrs. 

CORRIGENDUM 


Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Service 

Tax 

Civil 


9. C.A.NO. 1429-30/95 

Secretary, Ministry of 
Information & Broad Casting 
v. Cricket Association of 
Bengal & Ors. etc. 

It. C.A.No.1418/95 

M/s.Isha Marbles v. 

Bihar State Electricity 
Board & Anr. 

11. C.A.No.2914/81 etc. 

V.N.Sunanda Reddy & Ors. v. 
State of Andhra Pradesh & Ors. 

12. Crl.A.No. 754/80 

State of Punjab v. Ajaib Singh 


9.2.95 


6.1.95 


18.1.95 


8.2.95 


19.1.95 


10.2.95 


10.2.95 

31.1.95 


9.2.95 


3.2.95 


25.1.95 

£1.1.95 


****** 
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CAUSE Sc TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

628. 

C.A.No. 15 29/88 

Sh.P.G.Gupta v. 

State of Gujarat & Ors. 

Civil 

14.12.94 

101. 

I.A.No.2/93 etc. 

State Of Maharashtra & Ors. 
v. Pandurang K.pangare & Ors. 

Ci*il 

13.2.95 

102. 

C.A.No.2728/77 

State of Maharashtra v. 

Gulab Rao 

Civil 

30.1.95 

103. 

C.A.No.275/94 etc. 

State of M.P. v. 

Mahalaxmi Fabric Mills Ltd. 

& Ors, 

Civil 

1.2.95 

104. 

W.p.(C)No.79/79 

R.K.Sabharwal & Ors. v. 

State of Punjab & Ors. 

Service 

10.2.95 

105. 

C.A.Nos.2216-17/95 

Dr.(Mrs.)Pushpa Vishnu Kumar 

Gurtu v. Stote of Maharashtra 

Sc Ors. 

Service 

14.2.95 

106. 

I.A.No. 9-12/94 

M/s,Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

M/s .C.K.Ahuja Sc Anr. 

Civil 

14.2.95 

107. 

C.A.No.1733/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

Kantilal Hematram pandy 

Service 

14.2.95 

108. 

C.A.No.80/88 etc. 

M/s.Moti Laminates Pvt. Ltd. etc. 
v. The Collector ot Central 
Excise, Ahmedabaa 

Tax 

14.2.95 

109. 

C.A.No.2336(NL)/85 

Food Corporation of India 

Staff Union v. Food Corporation 
of India & Ors. 

Service 

17.2.95 

110. 

C.A.No.4740/89 

The State of Bihar v. 

The Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. 

Civil 

17.2.95 



...2/- 
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111* C.A. No. 531/95 

Delhi Development Authority 
v. Grihsthapana Co-operative 
Group Housing Society Ltd. 

112. C.A.No.2576/95 

The Director General 
Council of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, v. 

Dr.K.Narayanaswami & Ors. 

113. C.A.Nos.7629-30/94 
K.Ruvindranath Pai & Anr. 

v. S+-ate of Karnataka & Anr. 

114. C./-.N 3 793 /c *2 

Tntecnational Airports Authority 
o* Z ndia etc. etc, v. 

M/s.Grand Slam International & 
Ors. etc. etc. 

115. C.A.No.2589/95 

Rao Mahmood Ahmed Khan 
through tneir L.JR. v. 

Sh.Ranbir Singh & Ors. 

116. C.A.No.4710/92 
Gian Chand v. 

Gopala & Ors. 

117. C.A.No.874/86 

Major Pakhar Singh Atwai & 

Ors, v. The State of Punjab 
& Or s. 

113. C.A.No.1139/79 

Mehadro Sivlaram She Ike & Ors. 
v. The Puna Municipal 
Corporation & Anr. 

119. C.A.Nos.2943-50/95 

State of Andhra Pradesh v. 

Sri S.Vishwanatha Raju etc. etc. 

120. C.A.Nos.3011-19/95 
H.M.T.House Building 
Co-op., Society v. 

Syed Khader & Ors. 


Civil 

Service 

Service 

Tax 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 


CORRIGENDUM 


13. C.A.Nos.1429-30/95 

The Secretary, Min*.s-*-ry 
of Information Broau 
Casting v. Cricket 
Association of Bengal 

14. C.A.No.798/92 etc. 

International Airports 
Authority of India v. 

M/s.Grand Slam International 
& Ors. 

C.A.No. 2576/95 

The Director General Council of Scientific 
& Industrial Reaserch v. Dr.K.Narayanaswamy 


20.2.95 

21.2.95 

20.2.95 

21.2.95 

22.2.95 

18.1.95 

24.1. $5 

24.2.95 

20.1.95 

21.2.95 

9.2.95 

21.2.95 


15 


21.2.95 
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S.NO. 

CAUSE St TITLE 

SUBJET 

date 

121. 

C.A.No.2986/95 

Union of India & Ors. 
v. B.Rama Murthy 

Service 

27.1.95 

122. 

C.A.No.3010/95 

Arun ben T'.Bhojak v. 

Secret ry, /Himedabad 

Fducau-'on Society , Lai Bhawan, 
B-'Cr j ^hmedafcad & Ors. 

Service 

27.1.95 

123. 

C.A.No. 3034/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 
Executive Officers 
association Group-C 

Tax 

23.2.95 

124. 

C.A.No.2951/85 

M.Kamalamma & Ors. v. 

Hon'ble Chief Justice of 

the High Court of Kerala & Ors_ 

Service 

24.2.95 

125. 

C.A.No.2944/84 

State of Madhya Pradesh 
Smt.Shantabhai & Ors. 

Civil 

18.1.95 

126. 

C.A.No.2992/95 

Tue L^outy Director of 

Co2]ej> jte Education 
t* drr r strati on) , Madras 
v. S.Jagoor Meera 

Service 

24.2.95 

127. 

C.A.No.3078/95 

S.M.j-’in College Trust & 

Managing Society v. 

Tne State of Haryana & Anr. 

Civil 

24.2.95 

128. 

C.A.No.3006/95 

Integrated Rural Development 
Agency v. Ram Pyare Pandey 

Service 

24.2.95 

129. 

C.A.No.3007/95 

State of Haryana & Ors. v. 
Sh.K.N.Dutt 

Service 

24.2.95 

130. 

C.A.Nos.3030-31/95 

P.Udayani Devi v. 

V.V.Kajeshwara Prasad Rao & Anr. 

Civil 

24.2.95 


... 2 /- 
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131* 

C.A.No.3079/95 etc. etc. 

State of Haryana & Oxs^ v* 

Hawa Singh etc. etc. 

Service 

23.2.95 

132, 

C.rt.Nos,731—69/94 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

Dinesh Kumar Saxena & Ors. 

Service 

24.2.95 

133, 

C.A.Nos.3774-75/92 

V.Gopal Keddiar(dead) by 

L.R. & Anr. v. State of 

Tamil Nadu & *.nr. 

Civil 

24.2.95 

134. 

Cr1 .a.No. 36/35 

Inder Singh v. 

State of Punjab 

Criminal 

23.2.95 

135. 

Cr 1./». Ko§. 311-12/95 

Union of India & Anr. v. 

Ashok Kumar Mitra 

Criminal 

24.2.95 

136. 

C.a.N o.3094/95 

Mrs. Mary Joyce Poonacha v. 
M/s.K.T.Plantations Pvt. Ltd. 

& Ors. 

Civil 

19.1.95 

137. 

C.A.Nos. 3179-81,3182-87/95 

Union of India v. 

Smt.Pratap Kaur(Dead) through 

Lrs. Sc ^nr. etc. 

Civil 

27.1.95 

138. 

C.a.N o. 3158/95 

The Hindustan Construction 

Co.Ltd., v. Governor of Orissa 
& Ors. 

Civil 

2.3.Q5 

139. 

Crl. a.N o.434/91 

Prem Kumar & Anr. v. 

State of Bihar 

Criminal 

2.3.95 

140. 

C.a.N o.8439/83 

State of Gujarat v. 

Vora Saiyedb>i-a3 Kadarbhai 

€< 

Civil 

2.3.95 


** ** 



SUPREME COURT OF IND^A 
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LtST NO, 8 OF 1995 


i .NO. 

CAUSr & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

141« 

C.A.Nos.:5X!«-21/93 etc. etc. 

M/s. Real Food Products 

Lvd. & Ors. etc, etc. v 3 

A,P,State Electricity Board & Ors. 

Civil 

1.3.95 

142. 

C.a.No, 222/77 etc. etc. 

The Addditional Commissioner of _ 

Income Tax, A.p. v. Tax 

M/s.Doga on Gnnga Reddy G.Ramakrishna 
& Co. & Crs. 

1*3.95 

143. 

C. A „ No. 1800/91 

State of Maharashtra v. 

Manarau Srawan Hatker 

Civil 

21.2.95 

144. 

C.A.No.4925/89 etc. etc. 

State cf Maharashtra & * nr v. 

Sant Joginder Sinjh Kishan Singh 
& Ors. 

Civil 

22.2.95 

14S. 

C.A.No. 907 (N)/76 

Aries Advertising Bureau v. 
C.T.Devaraj (Dead) by Lrs. 

Ci^ii 

22.2.95 

146. 

C.A.No.1607/78 

State of Punjab & Anr. v. 
Sh.Satinder Bir Singh 

Civil! 

22.2.95 

147. 

C.a.Nos,1549 & 1547/94 

Union of India & Ors. etc. v. 

Delhi Judicial Service Assn. & Anr. 

Service 

23.2.95 

148. 

Cr1 ,a.N o.434/93 

Secretary, Agricultural Produce 
M^kcting Committee, D.K.District 
v. Varadaraya Shenoy & Anr, 

Criminal 

7.3.95 

149. 

C.a.No.3206/95 

Canara Bank v. 

Nuclear Fower Corporation of 

India Ltd. & Ors. 

Civil 

6,3.95 

150. 

C.A.No.3273/95 

Major General ips Dewan v. 

Union of India & ors. 

Seryide 

7.3.95 

151. 

C.A.Nos.3287-95/95 

The State of Punjab & Anr. etc. 
v. Baou Singh & Ors. etc. 

Civil 

28.2.95 


2 /- 
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152. 

C.A.Nos. 3364 Sc 3365/95 

State of Maharashtra Sc Anr. 
A.W.Dhope & Ors. v. 

Sh.Sanjay Thakre & Ors. 

Service 

7.3.95 

153. 

C.A.No.3171/86 

Gulzara Singh v„ 

The Collector Ludhiana Ors. 

Civil 

7.3.95 

154. 

C.A.No.2734/85 

Indore Development Authority 
v. Smt.Sadhana Agarwal & Ors. 

Civil 

7.3.95 

155. 

C.A.No.l836(NM)/93 

Un:on of India & Ors. v. 

Mahindra & Mahindra Ltd., 

Bombay 

Tax 

8.3.95 

156. 

Crl.A.No.341/88 

Mohan Singh v. 

State of Haryana 

Criminal 

8.3.95 

157. 

C.a.Nos. 3277,3275 & 3276/95 

M/s.3.P,F.Ltd. v. 

M/s.Gar^are Plastics & Polyesters 
Ltd. Sc Ors. 

Civil 

7.3.95 

158. 

Crl.A.No. 266/85 

Belwant Singh & ^nr. v. 

State of Punjab 

Criminal 

1.3.95 

159. 

C.A,No,3265/95 

P.Sheshadri v. 

Uni :n of India Sc Anr. 

Service 

9.3.95 

160. 

C.P. (Crl*)No.3/94 

In Re; Viney Chandra Mishra 

Criminal 

10.3.95 


CORRIGEND UM: 


16. C.A.Kn.1770/84 
Smt.Sita Devi v. 

State of Bihar 

17. C.A e No,9151/94 
Virendra Gaur v. 

State of Haryana 

18. Suo Motu 

Contempt Case No.248/94 
Ram Autar Shukla v. 
Arvind Shukla 


22.11.94 


24.11.94 


23.11.94 


3 
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S.NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

161. 

C.A.No.888/76 

Newanness @ Mewajannessa 
v. Shaikh Mohamad 0 & Qrs. 

Civil 

21.2.95 

162. 

C.A.No.3521/95 

State of Punjab v. 

Raghbir Singh & Ors. • 

Civil 

28.2.95 

163. 

C.A.Nos.4220-24/82 

Gurdial Singh & Anr. v. 

State of Punjab 

Civil 

1.3.95 

164. 

W.P.No.694/93 

Dr. A jay Singh Rawat v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Civil 

9.3.95 

165. 

Crl.A.Nos.600-01/94 

Sheikh Ishaque & Ors. v. 

State of Bihar 

Criminal 

10.3.95 

166. 

R.P.(C)Nos.364-65/92 

Union of India & «nr. 
v. Pradeep Kumari & Ors. 

Civil 

10.3.95 

167. 

C.A.No.2550/81 

The Municipal Corporation 
for City of Pune & Anr. v. 
Bharat Forge Col. Ltd. & Ors. 

Tax 

10.3.95 

168 

W.P.(C)No.738/94 

A Polytechnic by Name Larson 
and Toubro Institute ©f 
Technology & Anr. v. 

All India Council for Technical 
Education & Grs. 

Civil 

10.3.95 

169. 

W.P.(C)No.896/90 etc. etc. 
National Federation of S.B.I. 

& Ors. etc. v. Union of India 
& Ors. 

Service 

10.3.95 

170. 

SLP(C)No.4021/95 

Kummari Veeraiah & 18 Ors. 
v. State of A.p. 

Civil 

28.2.95 

171. 

C.A.No,3068/88 

Sh.Kishandas Kanhaiyalal 

Gandhi v. State of Maharashtra 
St Anr. 

Civil 

1.3.95 

172„ 

C.A.Nos.3432-33/95 

State of Tamil Nadu v. 

Thiru K.S.Murugesan & Ors. 

Service 

28.2.95 
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173. C.A.No.1769/75 
Virupakshayya Shankarayya 
v. Neelakanta Shivacharya 
pattadadevaru 

174. Crl.A.No.34/92 
Panbir Yadav v. 

State of Bihar 

175. Crl.A.No.224/93 
M.W.Mohiuddin v. 

State of Maharashtra 

176. Crl.A.No.469/83 
Mangamma Avva @ Nese 
Yesodamma & Ors. v. 

State of A.P. 

177. Crl.A.No.553/91 etc. etc. 
M.O.Shamsudhin v. 

State of Kerala 

178. C.A.Nos.2652-53/77 
Shankar Balwant Lokhande 
(dead) by L.rs. v. 
Chandrakant Shankar 
Lokhande & Anr . 

179. C.^.Nos.102 & 961/77 

M/s.Union Carbide India Ltd. 
v. State of A.P. 

180. C.A.Nos.1315-18/90 etc. 
Collector of Central Excise, 
Shillong v. Wood Craft 
Products Ltd. etc. etc. 


Civil 

Criminal 

Criminal 

Criminal 

Criminal 

Civil 

Tax 

Tax 


21.3.95 

21.3.95 

21.3-95 

21.3.95 

21.3.95 

20.3.95 

20.3.95 

20.3.95 


CCPPIGENPUM 


30. C.A.Nos.3543-46/90 

Union of India & Ors. v. 
G.Vasudevan Pillay & Ors. etc. 


it 

■k * * 
it 


8.12.94 
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S .NO, 

. CAUSE & TITLE 

subject 

II rj -I 

181. 

CrL^A.Nb.400/95 etc. 
Smt.Abhilash Vinodkumar 

Criminal 

21.3,95 


Jam etc. v. Cox St Kings 
(India) Ltd. & Ors. etc. 



182. 

C.A .No s . 44 95-95A/91 

Mahant Shreo Nath Chela 




Baba Puran Nath v. 

Civil 

1.3.95 


State of Haryana Through 
Collector 



183. 

W.P.(Crl.)No.335/94 




Sh.Mustakmiya Jabbarmiya 

Shaikh v. Sh.MM.Mehta, 
Commissioner of Police & Ors. 

Criminal 

23,3.95 

184. 

3.A.No.3940/95 etc. 

L.P.Avas Evam Vikas perish'd 
Lucknow (U.P.) v. 

Smt.Pushpa Lata Awasthi 

Civil 

6.3.95 

185. 

2.A.No.513/79 

Mahboob Sabab v. 

Civil 

23.3.95 


Syed Ismail & Ors. 



186. 

C.a.N os.3771-78/95 

State of'U.P. & Ors. etc. 
v. Pradhan Sangh Kshettra 
Samiti & Ors. etc*, etc. 

Civil 

24.3.95 

CO 

<» 

C.A.No,10001/83' 

P.Kasilmgam & Ors. v. 

P.S.G.College of Technology 

St Ors, 

Education 

24.3.95 

188. 

C.A.Nos.1634-35/90 

State of Tamil Nadu St Anr. 




etc. etc. v. Adhiyaman 
Educational Research Institute 

Education 

24.3.95 


& Ors. etc. etd. 



189. 

C.A.No.5304/93 

State of West Bengal Sc Ors. 

Service 

27.3.95 


v. Sri Deb Kumar Mukherjee & Ors 


190. 

C.A.No.5155/93 

R.S.Mittal v. Union of India 

Service 

27.3.95 


191* C.A.No.706/75 

Mir Fazeelath Hussain St Ors. v. 
Special Deputy Collector , Land 
Acquisition^Hyderabad 


Civil 


23.3.95 
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132, 

C.A.No.68/89 

R.k.S.Chouhan & Ors, 
v. Union of India & Ors, 

Service 

2t-.3„95 

193. 

C.A.Nos.615-20/79 etc. 

State of Karnataka v. 

Servi ;e 

27.3.95 


Kumari Gowri Narayana 

Ambiga etc. 



194. 

C.A.Nos.1344-45/77 

Sumati Dayal v. 

Commissioner of Income-Tax, 
3angalore 

Tax 

28.3.95 

195. 

C.A.Nos.1206-12/77 

Commissioner of wealth 

Orissa, Bhubaneswar v, 
Smt.Binapani Chakravarty 

Tax 

28.3.95 

196. 

Crl.A.No.433/85 

Sukhwant Singh V. 

State of Punjab 

Criminal 

28.3.95 

197. 

C.A.N9, 3^0/84 

Smt.Lakrfukai S.patil & Ors. 

Civil 

22.3.95 


v. iradashah Sultan Mutwali 



198. 

.C.A.No. 1744/92 
parimal Chandra Raha & Ors. 
v. Life Insurance CorporatL on 
of India & Ors. 

Civil 

29.3.95 

199. 

C.A.No.4152/95 

P.V.Devassia v. 

State of Kerala & Ors. 

Civil 

1.3.95 

200. 

C.A.Nos.4029-30/95 

Food Cor potation of India 
v. Thanes'war Kalita & Ors. 
etc. 

Service 

6.3.95 

CORRIGENDUM. 



31. C.A.Nos.1251-53/95 




G.D.Zalani & anr. etc. 
v* Union &f India & Ors. 


2.2.95 

32. C.A.No.3997/83 




Md.Habibul Haiyue v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

17. . 

17.8.94 

33. 

C.A.No.3094/95 

Mrs.Mary Joyce Poonacha 
v. M/s.K.T.Plantations Pvt. 

Ltd. 6t Ors. 


19.1.95 


34. 

C.A.Nos. 4974-76/85 

State of Haryana v. 

Gurcha-caur Singh & Anr. etc. 


18*1.95 


* 


★ 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTARS 


LIST NO. 11 OF 1995 


S.NO » CAUSE & TITLE 


SUBJECT 


DATE 


201. C.A.No.4027/95 
Ravinder Singh v. 

State of M.P. & Ors. 

202. C.A.Nos.2685,2872-73/77 
Heirs & L.rs.of Deceased 
Somabhai Kanjibhai Bari a v. 
Patel Parshottamdas Jamdas 
(D) & Anr. 

203. C.A.No.3982/95 
Suchitra Nag v. 

Commissioner, Sanchaita 
Investments 

204. C.A.No.4035/95 
Bashir Ahmed v. 

Mehmood Hussain Shah 

205. C.A.Nos.15 2 3-24/86 

M/s paharpur Cooling Towers 
Pvt. Ltd., Calcutta v. 
Collector of Central Excise, 
Calcutta 

206. C.A.No.774/86 

The Cantonment Board, 
Secunderabad v. 

G.Venketram Reddy & Ors. 

207. C.A.No.4600/89 
Fenner (India) Ltd. v. 
Collector of Central Excise, 
Madurai 

208. C.A.No.290/91 

Negar Palika, Jind v. 

Jagat Singh, Advocate 

209. C.A.No.4007/95 
Nani Gopal Paul v. 

T.Prasad Singh & Ors. 

210. C.A.No.3140/86 

S.Rangaraju Naidu v. 
S.Thiruvarakkarasu 


Service 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Tax 

Tax 

Tax 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 


6.3.95 

7.3.95 

10.3.95 

20.3.95 

22.3.95 

22.3.95 

28.3.95 

28.3.95 

6.3.95 

8.3.95 


2 /- 
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-20JU W.P.tC) No. 167/92 



Butu Prasad Kumbhar & Ors. 
v. Steel Authority of India 

Ltd. & Ors. 

Civil 

30.3.95 

212. 

C.A.No.2532(NM)/92 

Collector Central Excise, Bombay 
v. M/s.S.D.Fine Chemicals Pvt. Ltd 

Tax 

30.3.95 

213. 

W.P.(C)No.487/94 

Jhumman Singh & Ors. v. 

Central Board of Investigation 
& Ors. 

Civil 

30.3.95 

214. 

C. A.No. 1368/78 

PPK Gopalan Nambiar v. 

PPK Balakrishnan Nambiar & Ors. 

Civil 

7.3.95 

215. 

C.A.No.606/78 

Shiv Dass & Ors. v. 

Smt.Devki (dead) by 

Lrs. & Ors. 

Civil 

7.3.95 

216. 

Crl.A.No.485/95 

Saiyad Mohd. Saiyad Umar 

Saiyed & Ors. v. The State 
of Gujarat 

Criminal 

3.4.95 

217. 

C.P.No.39/92 In 

C.A.No.4094/84 

A.N.Sehgal & Ors. v. 

Raje Ram Shecran fit Ors. 

Service 

31.3.95 

218. 

I.A.No.4 In C.A.No.2823/79 

R.P.Singh (deceased) 
through L.rs. & Ors. v. 

State of Punjab & Ors. 

Civil 

27.3.95 

220. 

C.A. No. 4155/95 

Kartar Singh 

Naranjan Singh & Ors. v. 

Civil 

21.3.95 


State of Punjab 

Note: Sr.Ho.219 will be coming on Next List. 



DATE 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 
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S.NO. CAUSE & TITLE SUBJECT 


219. C.A.Nos.4438-42/95 



State of U.P. 6c Ors. v. 
Dr.R.K.Tandon & Ors. 

Service 

23.3.95 

221. 

C.A.No.4156/95 

Haryana State Electricity 

Board & Anr. v. Ram Gopal & Anr* 

Service 

2C.3.95 

222. 

C.A.No.4188/95 

Union of India v. 

Jagdish 4c Ors. 

Civil 

21.3.95 

223. 

C.A.No.745/91 

Lai Mandi v. 

The State of West Bengal 

Criminal 

4.4.95 

224. 

I.A.Nos.160-238/93 etc. 
V.Charulatha & Orfa. v. 

S.Gunalan, Chairman, Railway 
Recruitment Board, Madras, 

& Ors. 

Service 

4.4.95 

225. 

C.A.No.753/88 

The Union of India & Ors. v. 

M/s. J.M.A.Industries 

Civil 

28.3.95 

*26. 

C.A.No.4183/95 

Dadan Bai Wd/o Bhagchand 

Sindhi v. Arjundas 

Civil 

31.3.95 

227. 

C.A.No.2198/88 

M/s.Commerce International 
v. Collector of Cuatoms 

Tax 

29.3.95 

228. 

C.A.No. 3939/87 

M/s.Sahney Paris Rhone Ltd. v. 

The Collector of Central Excise, 
Hyderabad 

Tax 

4.4.95 



229. 

C.A.Nos.103-04/88 etc. 

Collector of Central Excise 

Tax 

4.4.95 


Bombay, v. M/s.Kohinoor Mills, 
Bombay 



230. 

C.A.No*2298/77 

Commissioner of Income Tax, 
Calcutta v. Bijoy Kumar Almal 

Tax 

4.4.95 

231. 

C.A.NO.4193/95 

Laxmi Engineering Works v. 

Civil 

4.4.95 


P.S.G.Industrial Institute 


2 /- 
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-.A.No.1662/95 
M/s.Garware Nylons Ltd. 

Pimpri Chinchwad 
Mahanagar Palika & Ors. 

233. SLP(C^UNo. 942/95 
Director Central Bureau 

of Investigation & Ors. v. 

'Niyamavedi* represented by 
its Member K.Nandini, Adv. & Ors. 

234. Crl.A.No.140—14QA/84 

Gulab Chand v. State of M.P. 

235. C.A.Nos.4480-83/95 
Union of India & Ors. v. 

Raj Kumar Gupta & Ors. 

236. C.A.Nos.4474-75/95 
Subordinate Services Selectiwi 
Board v. Bir Singh & Anr. 

237. C.A.No.4272/95 

State of Punjab & #nr. v. 

Smt.Simla Rani W/o 
Sh.Bhagwan Dass 

238. C.A.No.1046/79 
panchanan Sharma v. 

Basudeo Prasad Jaganani & Ors. 

239. Crl.A.No.242/94 

Shahbuddin Abdul Kahlik Shaikh 
v. State of Gujarat 

240. C.A.Nos.Ill & 112/84 etc. 
R.Manicka Naicker etc. v. 
E.Elumalai Naicker etc. 


Tax 

Criminal 

Criminal 

Service 

Service 

Civil 

Civil 

Criminal 

Civil 


CORRIGENDUM 

35. C.A.Nos. 1549 Sc 1547/94 
Union of India & Ors. etc. 
v. Delhi Judicial Service 

36. C.A.Nos.2685.2872-73/77 
Heirs Sc L.rs. of Deceased 
Somabhai Kanjibhai Baria v. 

Patel Parshottamdas jamdas Sc Anr. 

37. C.A.No.2550/81 

The Municipal Corporation for 
City of Pune v. Bharat Forge Co. 
Ltd. & Ors. 

38. C.A.No.706/75 

Mir Fazeelath Hussain & Ors. v. 
Special Deputy Collector., Land 
Acquisition. Hyderabad 


28*3.95 


5.4.95 

28.3.95 

23.3.95 

27.3.95 

27.3.95 

22.3.95 

5.4.95 

7.4.95 

23.2.95 

7.3.95 

7.3.95 

,23.3.95 


*** 
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241. C*A.Nos.4922—23/94 

M/s .Kaj aria Exports Ltd. 

& Ors, v. Union of India & Ors, 

Civil 

7.4.95 

242. C.A.Nos.201-06/91 

Teja Singh & Ors. etc.; v. 

The State of Punjab & Anr. 

Civil 

1.3.95 

243. C.A.No.1578/74 

Dahiben Widow of Ranchhodji 

Jivanji & Ors. etc. v. 

Vasanji Kevalbhai (dead) 

& Ors. ^tc. 

Civil 

7.4.95 

244. C.A.No.772/79 

State Bank of Hyderabad 
v. The Joint Famrly of 

M/s.Mukundas Raja Bhagwan 

Das & Ors. 

Civil 

22.3.95 

245. C.A.No.4407/95 

Akshaya Restaurant v. 

P.Anjanappa & Anr. 

Civil 

27.3.95 

246. C.A.No.4341/95 

Jagdish Singh & Anr. v„ 

Union of India & Anr. 

Civil 

29.3.95 

247. C.A.No.4307/95 

Rev.FR.K.S.poulose 
v. Varghese & Ors. 

Civil 

3.4.95 

248. C.A.Nos.*430-31/95 

G.Rafcinat lan v 

State of Karnataka & Ors, 

Service 

3.4.95 

249. C.A.No.952/77 

Murlidher Layandco K^sekar 
v. Vishwanth Panau Barde & Anr. 

Civil 

22.3.95 

250. C.A.No.2044/79 

N.Kunhichekku Haji(D) by 

Lrs. v. State of Kerala & Ors. 

Education 

22.3.95 

251. C.A.Nos.4404-05/95 

State of West Bengal & Ors. 
v. Anal Kumar Ghosh & Ors. 

Service 

28.2.95 

252. Crl.A.Nos.764-65/94 etc. 

Kamleshkumar Ishwgrdas Patel 
v. Union of India & Ors. etc. 

Criminal 

17.4.95 

253. C.A.No.5167/95 

State of Rajasthan & Ors. v. 

Service 

17.4.95 


Noor Bano 

... 2 /- 



2 


254* C.A.No.224/74 

S. V.R.Mudaliar (dead) by 
Lrs* Sc Ors, v. Mrs.Bajabu 
F.Buhari (dead) by Lrs* 
fit Ors* 

755. C.A.No*2276/86 

M/s. Bombay Chemical Pvt.Ltd. 
v. The Collector of Central 
Excise, Bomoay I, Bombay 

256* C.A.No.522/89 etc. etc. 

Far arasht*' a Rai^a Sankarr 
Sakkar Koikhan** °=o - r n L 4 ^. 
v. Star of x an^rasntra Sc ^s. 


257* C.A.No.4 ^64/90 

M.J.Siva^i & O^s. v. 
State of Karnaraka & Or% 

258* C.A.No.4470/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 
Dr.Devendra Vir Sahi 


259* C.P.No.101/95 

In Be: 1* Sh.Sanjiv Datta, 

Deputy Secretary, 

Ministry of Information & 
Broadcastsng. 

New Delhi. 

2. Sh.KailaSh Vasdev, 
odv. 

s^t.Kitt r i jmaram^ngalarr, 

* \. 


260. 


( 

Sr t. 
St r 



.a 1 19/°1 

t_ 


Civil 


Tax 


Civil 


Civ^i 


Service 


Cl\2l 


r ^im nal 


CQPKIGF>“D s 


39* C.a.Uo.513/^0 

Mahboofc S ha - ^ v. 
Svtd Ismail & Ors. 


17.4.95 

18.4.95 

18.4.95 

17.4.95 

18.4*95 

19.4.Q5 

6.4.95 

23.3.95 


■Kick 
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S.NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

261. 

C.A.NO.4545/95 

Director of Tribal Welfare, 
Government of Andhra Pradesh 
v. Laveti Giri & Anr. 

Education 

18.4.95 

2*2. 

C.A. No. 4851/95 

State of U.P. & Ors. v. 
Committee of Mangement of 

S.K.M. Inter College & Anr. 

Education 

6.4.95 

263. 

C.A.Nos.4495—96 & 4497/95 
A.K.Kaul & Anr. v. 

Union of India & Anr. 

Service 

19.4.95 

264. 

C. A. No. 4676/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

Indian aluminium Co. Ltd. & Anr 

Tax 

19.4.95 

265. 

C.A'.No.597/75 

Radhakisan Rathi v. 

Addl.Collector, Durg & Ors. 

Tax 

19.4.95 

266. 

B.L.P.(C)No.7504/95 

Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. 
v. Municipal Corporation & Anr. 

Civil 

7.4.95 

267. 

Crl.A.No.564/95 

Sh.Ganesh Narayan Hegde 
v. Sh.S.Bangarappa & Ors. 

Criminal 

20.4.95 

268. 

C. A. No. 4584/95 

Rajanna v. 

Union of India 

Service 

19.4.95 

269. 

C.A.Mo.4487/90 

M/s.Shabi Construction Co. Civil 

v. City & Industrial Development 

Corporation & Anr. 

• 19.4.95 

270. 

C. A.No. 117/86 

Miss Radha Bai v. 

The Union Territory of 
Pondicherry represented 
by its Chief Secretary & Ors. 

Service 

20.4.95 

271. 

C.A.No.4587/95 

Prashant Ramachandra Deshpande 
v. Maruti Balaram Haibatti 

Rent 

7.4.95 

272. 

W.P.(C)Nos.5140-48,3516,5149-52/83 

Mahendra Raj Marg Karamchari , .. 

Union & Ors. etc. etc. v. civil 

Union of India & Ors. 

24.3.95 


2 /- 
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273* C.A. No. 4608/95 

Govt, of Tamil Naau & Anr. 
Vasantha Bai 

274. C.A. No. 45 97/95 

Kamla Shankar v. 

The Director of Board of 
Technical Education Kanpur 
Sc Anr. 


Civil 


Education 


275. C.A.No.4695/95 

The Improvement Trust, r . ., 

Patiala v. The Land 
Acquisition Tribunal & Ors. 

276. 'C.A.Nos.4727-28/95 

The State of Rajasthan & anr. Civil 
v. Tarsem Singh & Anr. etc. etc. 

277. C.A.No.6001/94 etc. 

Dr.Rashmi Srivastava etc. v. Service 
Vikram University & Ors. 

278. C.A.No.4609/95 r . 

Kanwar Lai v. 

Ilnd Additional Distt. Judge, 

' Nainital & Ors. 

279. C.A.Nos.330-604/95 ecC. 

State of Orissa & Ors. v. Civil 

Mahanadi Coalfields Ltd. 

Sc Ors. 

280. C.A.No.1519/82 

Trustees of Port of Madras Civil 

v. M/s.Nagavedu Lungi & Co. 


7.4.95 

31.3.95 

31.3.95 

23.3.95 

20.4.95 

2C.4.95 

21.4.95 

21.4.95 


****** ** 
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&.N0. 

CAUSE & TITLE 


SUBJECT 

DATE 

281. 

Dr.Kashinath Nagayya Ibatte 
v. State of Maharashtra & Ors, 


Service 

31.3.95 

282 

C. A.No. 2653/72 

Digambar Adhar Patil v. 
Devram Girdhar Patil 
(died) & Anr. 


Civil 

21.2.95 

283. 

C.A. No.676/82 

S.B.Shahane & Ors. v. 

The State of Maharashtra 
& Anr. 


Service 

21.4.95 

284. 

C.A.No.4689/95 

Orissa State Electricity Board 
& i*nr. etc. v. m/s.ipi Steel 

Ltd. etc. 

Civil 

21.4.95 

285. 

C.A.No.4721/95 

Vinod Kum^r Sangal v. 

Union of India & Ors. 


Service 

25.4.95 

286. 

C.A.No. 1691/87 

Faqir (dead) through 

Shvam Deo v. Kishori 

Lalloo Sc Anr. 


Civil 

25.4.95 

287. 

C.A.No.4725/95 

Burn St ndard Co. tltd. & Ors. 
Sh.Dinabandhu Majumdar & Anr. 

v. 

Civil 

21.4.95 

288. 

C.A.No.4970/95 

State of Bihar & Ors. v. 
Mohd.Idris Ansari 


Civil 

25.4.95 

289. 

C.A.No.5117/95 

Mathunni M^thai v. 

Hindustan Organic Chemicals 
Ltd. & Anr. 


Civil 

25.4.95 

290. 

C.A.No,5110/95 

Union of India & Anr, v. 
S.S.Ranade 


Service 

25.4.95 

291. 

C.A,Nos.971-72/86 etc. 

M/s.Hindustan Petroleum 
Corporation Ltd. v. 

The Collector of Central 
Excise 


Tax 

27.4.95 

292. 

C.A.Nos.1847 & 1848/89 

Trilochan Lenka & Ors. 

State of Orissa & Anr. v. 

Madan Mohan Sethi & Anr. 

Dr.Biswa Kaiyana Pattnaik & Ors. 

Service 

26.4.95 




..•2/- 
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293. 

C.A.No.2312/79 

M/s.Hindustan Lever Ltd. v. 

Civil 

26.4.95 


The Municipal Corporation of 
Greater Bombay & Ors. 



294. 

Crl.A.No.540/87 

Akhilesh Hrjam v. 

The State of Bilvr 

Criminal 

28.4.95 

295. 

C.A.No.3058/95 

The Regional Executive, 

Kerala Fishermen*s Welfare 

Fund Board v. M/s.Fancy Food 
& **nr. etc. etc. 

Civil 

25.4.95 

296. 

C.P.No. 211/94 

J.Rangaswemy v. 

State of Andhra Pradesh & Ors. 

Service 

28,4.95 

297. 

C.A.No.5278/95 

S.rt.Rasheed v. Director 
of Mines & Geology 5 c Anr. 

Civil 

28.4.95 

298. 

C.A.No. H80/91 

Goscsr Famil Trust, 

Jamnagar etc. v. 

Commissioner of Income Tax, 

Rajkot etc. 

Tax 

28. 4.95 

299. 

Crl.A.Nos.611-12/95 

Union of India v. 

Tnomisharasi & Ors. 

Criminal 

1.5.95 

300. 

C.A.No. 5185/95 

M/s.Angile Insulations v. 

M/s.Drvy Ashmore India Ltd. 

Civil 

18.4.95 


& Anr. 



CORRIGENDUM 



41. 

C.A.Nos.1421-22/91 

State of Kerala v. 

Betty a t /o L.J.Mani 


17.1.95 

42. 

C.A.No.952/77 

Murlidhar Dt yandeo Kesekar 
v. Vishwrnath Pandu 3arde & Anr. 


22.2.95 

43. 

C.A.Nos.4480-83/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

Rajkumar Gupta & Ors. 


23.3.95 

44. 

C.A.No.4545/95 




Director of Tribal Welfare, 
Government of Andhra Pradesh 
v. Loveti Giri & Anr. 


***** 

* 


18.4.95 
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S.NO. 

CAUSE Sc TITLE 

SUBJECT 

LATE 

301, 

C.A.Nos.2134-35/99 

Madanagopal v, 

P.K.A.Raraachendra Mudaliar 
(dead) by Lrs. & Ors. 

Civil 

13.4.95 

302. 

S.L.P.(C)No.11083/95 

Wardington Lyngdoh & Ors. 
v. The Collector, Mawkyrwat 

Civil 

17.4.95 

303. 

C.A.No.5205/95 

Moh3n Singh etc. v. 

State of Punjab & Ors. etc. 

Service 

10.4.95 

304. 

C.A.No.7415/94 

Maharashtra Rajya Mathadi 
Transport Sc Central Kamgar 

Union v. State of Maharashtra 
etc. etc. 

Civil 

1.5.95 

305. 

C.a.N o.718/95 

Sri R.N.A.Britto v. 

The Chief Executive Officer 
& Ors. 

Service 

1.5.95 

306. 

W.p.(C)No.22/95 

Citizen for Democracy 
through its President 
v. The State of Assam & Ors. 

Civil 

1.5.95 

307. 

W.P.(Crl.) No.15/94 

Dhananjay Sharma v. 

State of Haryana & Ors. 

Criminal 

2.5.95 

308. 

C.a. No. 817/95 

U.P.State Sugar Corpn, Ltd, 
v. U.P.Sta-ce Sugar Corpn. 
Karamchaxi Asso. & Ors. 

Civil 

2.5.95 

309. 

C.A.Nos.32-39/86 

M/s.Raja Radio Co ., Bombay v. 
Collector of Customs, Bombay 

Tax 

2.5,95 

310. 

C.A.No.5256/95 

Lord Lingaraj Bije, 

Bhubaneswar & Anr. v. 
Sh.Nityananda Mishra & Ors. 

Civil 

2.5.95 

311. 

C.A.No.5210/95 

Sh.Jai Kishan v. 

Commissioner of Police & Anr. 

Service 

10.4.95 

312. 

C.A. No. 438/89 

Collector of Central Excise, 
Chandigarh v. M/s,Steel Strips 
Ltd., Sangrur 

Tax 

2.5.95 


V- 



313. 

C.A.No.5285/95 

Buta Singh (dead) by Lrs. 
v. Union of India 

Civil 

17.4.95 

314. 

C.A.No.5259/95 

Padmsvathy Amma v. 

Ammunni Panicker & Anr. 

Civil 

2.5.95 

315. 

C.A.No.5479-81/93 
parripati Chcndrasekharrao 

Sc Sons. v. Alapati Jalaiah 

Civil 

26.' 5 

316. 

S.L.P.(C)No.9056/95 

Balram Chandra v. State of 

Civil 

2-.. .95 


U.P. 



317. 

SLP(C) No. 378/95 

Rambhai bakhabai Bhakt v. 

Civil 

lO.s.. 95 


State of Gujarat & Ors. 



318. 

Crl.M.P.No.1207/92 in 

T.P.(Crl.)No.43/92 

preet Singh v, Sandeep Singh 

Criminal 

25.4.95 


Sc Ors. 



319. 

C.A.No.1266/79 
pt.Rishikesh & Anr. v. 

Smt.Salma Begum 

Civil 

2.5.95 

320. 

Crl.A.No.887/94 etc. 

Shamshul Kanwar v. 

State of U.P. 

Criminal 

4.5.95 



9.5 



321. 

322. 

323. 

324. 

325. 

326. 

327. 

328. 

329. 

330. 

331. 


supreme court op india 


LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO. 17 OF 1995 


C.A.No.2636/77 
Commissioner of Income Tax, 
Jullundur v. Ajanta Electricals, 
Punjab 

C.A.Nos.2516-17/94 

B. P.L.Pharmaceuticals Ltd. 

v. Collector of Central Excise, 
Vadodara 

C. A.No.3100/91 etc. etc. 

The Rajasthan State Road Transport 
Corporation & Anr. etc. etc. *. 
Krishna Kant etc. etc. 

C.A.No.5383/95 
Satpal Antil v. 

Union of India & Anr. 

C.P.No.357/93 & I.A.Nos.13 
15 & 19 

Tamil Nadu Electricity Employees 
& Contract Labour Union & Ors. v. 
Tamil Nadu Electricity Board & Ors. 

C.A.No.5411/90 

Collector of Customs, Calcutta 
v. San jay Chandiram 

C.A.No. 3195/79 

The Government of India & Qrs.etc. 
v. The Madras Rubber Factory Ltd. 

Sc Ors. etc. 

C.A.Nos.5437-38/95 
National Thermal Power 
Corporation Ltd. v. 

M/s.Flowmore Private Ltd. 

& Anr. 

C.A.No.5433/95 

U.P.Avas Evam Vikas Parishad 
Sc Anr. v. Friends Coop. 

Housing Society Ltd. & Anr. 

Crl.A.No.217/93 

State of Madhya Pradesh v. 

Shyamsunder Trivedi & Ors. 

C.A.No.5405/95 
Assistant General Manager, 

Central Bank of India etc. etc. 
v. Commissioner, Municipal 
Corporation for the City of 
Ahmedabad etc. etc. 


Tax 

Tax 

Service 

Service 

Civil 

Tax 

Tax 

Civil 

Civil 

Criminal 

Civil 


2.5.95 


4.5 0 95 


3.5.95 


5.5.95 


5.5.95 


5.5.95 


3.5.95 


8.5.95 


24.4.95 

9.5.95 


9.5.95 


2/- 
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332 . C.A.No.225/91 

Kirloskar Oil Engines Ltd. 
v, Union of India & Ors, 

333. C.A.Nos.5403—4/95 

Sumonlal Chhotalal Kamdar etc. 
v. Miss Asha Trilokbhai Shah 
etc. 

334. C.A.No.5460/95 
Brig(Retd.) D.K.Jetley 
v. Army Welfare Housing 
Organisation & Anr. 

335. C.A.No.4154/88 

M/s .Rajasthan Spinning & 

Weaving Mills Ltd. Bhilwara, 
Rajasthan v. Collector of 
Central Excise, Jaipur, Rajastan 

336. C.A.Nos.3553-3556/92 

Calcutta Metropolitan Development 
Authority v. M/s.Dominion Land 
& Industries Ltd. 

33^. C.A.No.4237/95 

Ksrnal Improvement Trust, Karnal 
v. Smt.parkash Wanti(dead) & Anr. 

338. C.A.No.316/78 

Maharaja Kumar Kharak Singh 
(dead) throgh L.rs. v. 

State of Punjab 

339. W.P.(C)No.507/92 

National Federation of Railway 
Porters, Vendors & Bearers 
v. Union of India & Ors. 

340. W.I.(C)No.1079/89 
Smt.Sarla Mudgal, 

President, Kalyani & Ors. v. 
Union of India & Ors. 

CORRIGENDUM: 


Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Tax 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


9.5.95 


10.5.95 


45. C.A.No.4237/95 

Karncl Improvement Trust, 
Karnal 

v. 

Smt.parkash Wanti 
(dead) & Anr. 


9.5.95 


** 

****** 

★* 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 



LIST NO. 18 OF 1995 



S . N.0 «. 

CAUSE Sc TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

341. 

C.a.No.5507/95 

The State of Madhya Pradesh 
v. M/s.Birla Jute Manufacturing 

Co. Ltd. 

Civil 

10.5.95 

•>42. 

Suo Motu C.P. In I.A.No.18/94 
in W.P.(C) No.317/93 

T.M.A.Pai Foundation Sc Ors. etc. 
v. State of Karnataka & Ors. etc. 

Education 

•10.5.95 

343. 

C.A.No.3565/89 

Shreedharan Kallat v. 

The Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

26.4.95 

344. 

W.P.(C)No.390/89 

The Scheduled Caste Uplift 

Union & Hnr. v. Union of India 

Sc Ors. 

Service 

20.4.95 

345. 

C.A.Nos.1953-55/89 

M.T.Puttalingappa , 

Major Sc Ors. v. 

State of Karnataka & Ors. 

Service 

19.4.95 

346. 

Crl.A.No.649/95 

State of Jammu & Kashmir 
v. Sudershan Chakkar & Anr. 

Criminal 

10.5.95 

347. 

C.a.No.5497/95 

Gujarat Electricity Board, 

Thermal Power Station, Ukai, 
Gujarat v. Hind Mazdoor Sabha 

St Ors. 

Civil 

9.5.95 

348. 

C.A.Nos.1233-34/93 

State of Himachal Pradesh 
v. H.P.State recognised & 

Aided Schools Managing Committees 

St Ors. 

Service 

10.5.95 

349. 

W.P.(Crl.) No.221/94 

Inder Singh v. State of 

Punjab & Ors. 

Criminal 

10.5.95 

350. 

C.A.No.974/80 

Vidys Devi @ Vidya Vati 
fdead) by L.rs. v. 

Prem Prakash & Ors. 

Civil 

10.5.95 

351. 

C.A.No.2227/91 

Dr.(Mrs.) Vimal v. 

Bhaguji St Ors. 

Election 

12.5.95 



...2/- 
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352 * 

C.A.No. 5564/95 

The Chairman and 

Managing Director, 

SIPCOT,Madras-8 Sc Ors, 
v. Contromix pvt. Ltd. 
by its Director (Finance) 
Seetharaman, Madras & Anr. 

Civil 

12.5.95 

353. 

C.A.No.5526/95 

M/s.Ramnarayan Satyanarayan 
Agrawal Distilleries Pvt.Ltd. 
v. Associated Alcohols & 
Breweries Ltd. & Ors. 

Civil 

10.5.95 

354. 

C.A.No.5061/93 

Sarwan Singh Lamba & Ors. v. 
Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

22.5.95 

355. 

C.A.Nos.45-50/95 

Institute of Human Resources 
Development & Ors. etc. etc. 
v. T.R.Rameshkumar & Ors. etc. 

Civil 

12.5.95 

356. 

C.A.Nos.2532-33/89 

Government of Andhra Pradesh 
v. P.B.Vijayakumar & Anr. 

Service 

12.5.95 

357. 

C.A.Nos.1455-57/76 

Commissioner of Income-tax v. 
Patel Brothers & Co.Ltd. 

Tax 

9.5.95 

358. 

C.A.Nos.5568-71/95 

K.Posayya & Ors. v. 

Special Tshsildar 

Civil 

10.5.95 

359. 

C.A.No.5710/95 

State of Manipur & Ors v. 
Smt.A.Ongbi Memcha Devi & Anr. 

Civil 

17.4.95 

360. 

C.A.No. 7711/94 

L.I.C. of India & Anr. v. 
Consumer Education & Research 
Centre & Ors. 

Civil 

10.5.95 


******* 

*** 
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INDIA 
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MATTERS 



LIST NO. 19 i 

OF 1995 


£>.N0. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

361* 

C.A.No. 88/79 

Tej Kaur & Anx. v. 

Kirpal Singh & Anr. 

Civil 

10.5.95 

362. 

C.A.No.5627/95 

Swapan Kumar Choudhary 
& Ors. v. Tapes C’-rkravorty 

Service 

12.5.95 

363. 

C.A.No. 2896/89 

Sh.Narayan Yeshwant Gore 
v. Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

26.4.95 

364. 

C.A.No.5752/95 

Lachhman Das v. 

Santokh Singh 

Civil 

12.5.95 

365. 

C.A.N 05 ,3012-14/79 

Raghubar Dayal (dead7 
v. State of U.P. & Ors. 

Civil 

2.5.95 

366. 

6.L.P.(C)No.3356/95 

Vidyawati v. Man Mohan & Ors. 

Civil 

1.5.95 

367. 

SLP(C)No.9886/87 

Sunil Kumar Jain v. 

Kishan Sc Ors. 

Civil 

2*7.4.95 

368. 

C.A.No.5753/95 

State of Bihcr v. 

Dhirendra Kumar & Ors. 

Civil 

27.4.95 

369. 

C.A.No.5699/95 

Lalitha J.Rai v. 

Aithappa Rai 

Civil 

27.4.95 

370. 

C.A.No.11*0/77 

Shyam Lai (dead! 

Lrs.& Grs. v. 

Keho Lai (dead) Anr. 

Civil 

26.4.95 

371. 

C.A.No. 248C/79 

Ram Bhajan Singh & Ors. 
v. Madheshwar Singh (dead) 
by Lrs. & Ors. 

Civil 

26.4.95 

372. 

SLP(C)No.9397/95 

K.Raheja Constructions Ltd. 

& Anr. v. Alliance Ministries 
& Ors. 

Civil 

1.5.95 


2/- 
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373. 

C.A.Ncs.5645-46/95 

Indore Development Authority 
v. Tarak Singh & Ors. etc. etc. 

Civil 

2.5.95 

374. 

C.A.No.2446/78 

Arjuna & Ors. v. 

State of Maharashtra & Ors, 

Civil 

2.5.95 

375. 

C.A.Nos.991-93/79 

Vi jay pal Singh & Anr. 

v. Dy.Director of Consolidation 

& Ors. 

Civil 

2.5.95 

376. 

W.p.(C)No.50/93 

Bhukap Pidit Andolan v. 

State of U.P. & Anr. 

Civil 

8.5.95 

377. 

C.A.No.5704/95 

Dilbag Singh v. 

State of U.P.&Ors. 

Service 

8.5.95 

378. 

C.A.No.5656/95 

S.L.Soni v. 

State of M.P. & Anr. 

Service 

8.5.95 

380. 

W.P.(C) No.1151/91 

G.C.Kanungo v. 

State of Orissa 

Civil 

12.5.95 


Note:- SI.No.379 will be coming on Next List 




SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 
LIST NO. 20 OF 1995 


S.NO. CAUSE & TITLE 

381. C.A.No.5791/95 
Fakruddin v. 

The Principal, Consolidation 
Training Institute & Ors. 

382* C.A.No.5713/95 

U.P.Avas Evam Vikas 
Parishad & Anr. v. ravi 
Kurasr Anand & Ors. 

383. C.A.Nos.4958-60/90 etc. 

Most, Rev. P.M.A.Metroplitan 

& Ors. etc. etc. v. Moran Mar 
Marthoma & Anr. etc. etc. 

384. C.A.No.865/73 

Pt.Shamfcoo Nath Tikoo & Ors. 
v. S.Gian Singh & Ors. 

385. W.P.CCzl.) No.242-58/94 
Navkiran Singh & Ors. v. 

State of Punjab through Chief 
Secretary & Anr. 

386. I.A.No.4/95 IN 
S.L.P.(C) No.19963/94 
U.P.Rashtriya Chini Mill 
Adhikari Parishad, Lucknow v. 

The State of U.P. & Ors. 

387. C.A.Nos.4434A-34D/86 etc. etc. 
Bramchari Sidheswar Bhai & 

Ors. etc. v. State of West Bengal 
etc. 

388. C.A.No. 6920/94 

Nand Kishore Mehra v. 

Sushila Mehra 

389. C.A.Nos.3198-99/93 etc. 
l.S.Ramesha 

2.N.Shivaraju etc. v. 

The State of Karnataka represented 
by its Secretary to Government, 
Fisheries and Forest Department, 
Bangalre. 

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of 
rests. Bangalore etc. 

390. C.A.No.710/87 
Sh.Madan Gopal Garg v. 

State of Punjab St Ors* 

391. C.A.Nos.10618-19/83 
N.A.Munavar Hussain Sahib v. 

E.R.Narayanan (Dead) & Ors. 


SUBJECT 


Civil 


Civil 

Civil 


Civil 


Criminal 


Civil 


Education 


Civil 


Education 


Service 


Civil 


DATE 

10.5.95 


2.5.9o 


20.6.95 


30.6.95 


2.7.95 


2.7.95 

2.7.9b 

2.7.95 


2.7.95 


11.7.95 

11. '7.95 


2/- 
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392, 

Crl.A.No.716/91 

Chend Khan & Anr. v. 

State of Uttar Pradesh 

Criminal 

11.7.95 

393. 

Crl.A.No.125/88 

Rajinder & Ors. v. 

State of Haryana 

Criminal 

12.7.95 

394, 

Crl.A.Nos.l2«.21/86 etc. 

Inderjit Singh & Ors. etc. 
v. State of Punjab & Ors. 

Criminal 

13.7.95 

395. 

396. 

Crljp A.No.310/89 etc. 

A.Jayaram & Anr. etc. etc. 
v. State of /ird hr a PSadesh by 

C.B.I. 

C.A.No.1305/95 

Mukri Gopalan v. 

Cheppilat Puthanpurayil 

Aboobacker 

Criminal 

Civil 

13.7.95 

12.7.95 

397. 

398. 

C.A.No.2503/94 

Kripa Shankar Chatterji v. 

Gurudes Chatterjee & Ors. 

C.A.No.702/93 

Ajit Singh v. Bansi Singh & Ors. 

Election 

Election 

12 .7. c 

12.7.95 

399. 

W.P.(C) No.805/93 etc. 

T.N.Seshan, 

Chief Election Commissioner 
of India v. Union of India 

Civil 

14.7.$5 

400. 

C.A.No.6191/95 

State of West Bengal & Ors. v. 

Gopal Chandra Paul & Ors. 

Service 

14.7.95 

CORRIGENDUM: 



46. 

C.A.Nos.5645—46/95 

Indore Development Authority 
v. Tarak Singh & Ors. etc. etc. 


2.5.95 

47. 

C.A.ITo.316/78 etc. 

Maharaja Kumar Kharak Singh 
(dead) through L.rs. etc. v. 

State of Punjab 


9.5.95 

00 

• 

C.A.No.4725/95 

Burn Standard Co. Ltd. v. 
Sh.Dinabandhu Majumder & Anr. 


21.4.95 


i 
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1995 


S.NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

401* 

C.A.No* 3169/91 

Dr.Das Rao Deshmukh v. 

Kamal Kishore Nanasaheb 

Kadam & Ors, 

Election 

14.7.95 

402* 

SLP(C) No. 12376/95 

G.Sundarsan v. 

Union of India & Anr. 

Service 

12.7.95 

403. 

SLP(C)No.12709/95 

N.P.Thirugnanam (D) by L.rs. 
v. Dr.R.Jagan Mohan Rao & Ors. 

Civil 

12.7.95 

404. 

C.A.No.6392/92 

Air India v. Union of India 
& Ors. 

Service 

18.7.95 

405*. 

C.A.No.6323 (NT)/95 

Assistant Commissioner of 

Income Tax v. A.K.Menon & Ors. 

Tax 

18.7.95 

406. 

C.A.No.640/93 

Gajanan Krishnaji Bapat & Anr. 
v. Dattaji Raghotaji Meghe & Ors. 

Election 

18.7.95 

407. 

C.A.No.2590/95 

Anna Bhau Magdum, Since Civil 

deceased by his Legal Representatives 
v. Babasahefc Anandra Desai 

20,7.95 

408. 

C.A.No.1433/95 etc. 

Union of India St Ors. v. 
Sh.Debashis Kar & Ors. etc. 

Service 

20.7.95 

409. 

C.A.No.1354/80 etc. etc. 

Hyderabad Industries Ltd. & 

Anr, etc. v. Union of India 

Tax 

21.7.9o 

410. 

C.A.No.6481/95 

Ghaziabad Development Authority 
& Ors. v. Sri Viler am 

Chaudhery & Ors. 

Service 

14.'*.05 

411. 

C.A.No.6537/95 

The Administrator Municipal 
Committee Charkhi Dadri & Anr. 
v, Ramji Lei Bagla St Ors. 

Civil 

26,7,95 

412. 

SLP(C)No.10546/95 

B.Gangadhar v. 

B.G.Rajalingam 

Civil 

12.5.95 

413. 

C.A.No.6546/95 

Sh.Surendra Kuner Jain v. 
Sh.Shanti Swaroop Jain & Ors. 

Civil 

24.7.95 



414* 

C.A.KoS.6627-31/95 

Commissioner of Sales Tax, Orissa 
& finr. v. Jagannath Cotton 
Company & Anr. 

Tax 

28.7*95 

415* 

W.P.(C)No*276/95 

Anil Kumar Gupta, etc. 

v. State of Uttar Pradesh & Ors* 

Education 

28.7.95 

416* 

C*A*Nos.6696 y 6690* 6699-700/95 
Municipal Commissioner of Dum Dum 
Municipality & Ors. etc. v. 
Indian Tourism Development Corpon, 

Civil 

1.8.95 

417. 

C*A.No.6697/95 




Oxford English School v. 

The Government of Tamil 

Civil 

2.8.95 


Nadu & Ors. 



418. 

C. A.No. 1868/79 

Union of India & Ors* v. 

Harish Chand Anand 

Civil 

26.7.95 

419. 

C.A.No.6808-10/95 

K.Vesundara Devi v. 

Revenue Divisional Officer (LAO)• 

Civil 

27.7.95 

420. 

C.A.No.1904/80 

The State of Punjab v. 

Gurdial Singh etc. 

Civil 

26.7.95 

CORRIGENDUM: 




49. 

C.A.NO. 7711/94 

L.I.C. of India v. 

Consumer Education & 

Research Centre. 

10.5.95 

50. 

C.A.No.4237/95 

Karnal Improvement Trust, 

Karnal v. Smt.parkash Wanti 

9.5.95 

51* 

C.A.No.5568-71/95 

K.Posayya v. 

Special Tahsildar 

10.*.95 

52. 

C.A.No.1266/79 

Pt.Rishikesh v. 

Smt.Salma Eegum. 

2.5.95 

53* 

C.A.No.5433/95 

U.P.Avas Evam Vikas parishad 
v. Friends Coop. Housing 

Society Ltd. 

24.4.95 

54. 

C.A.No.4724/95 

Dr.Kashinath Nagayya Ibatte v. 

State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

91.3.95 

55. 

W.P.(C)Nos.5140-48,3516,5149-52/83 
M 3 hendra Raj Marg Karamchari Union 
& Ors. etc. etc. v. Union of India 

24.3.95 



SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO. 22 OF 1995 


S.NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

421. 

C.A.Nos.704-706/80 
?tete of Orissa v. 

Brij Lei Misra etc. etc. 

Civil 

26.7.95 

422. 

C.A.No,6960/94 

Tata Press Ltd. v. 

Mehanagar Telephone Nigam 

Ltd. Sc Ors. 

Civil 

3.8.95 

424, 

C.A.Nos. 6839-40/95 

M/s.Gujarat Bottling Co. 

Ltd. S, Ors. v. The Coca Cola 

Co. Sc Ors. 

Civil 

4.8.95 

425. 

C.A.No.2130/80 etc. 

Nawal Singh & Ors. etc. etc. 
v. Union of India etc. etc. 

Civil 

25.7.95 

426. 

C.A.N oS .1807-09/78 

Ram Kali Bhattacharjee v. 

State of West Bengal 

Civil 

25.7.95 

427. 

Crl.A.No.836/95 

Smt.Vancmala v. Sh.H.M.Ranganatha 
Bhatta 

Criminal 

27.7.95 

428. 

C.A.No.7018/95 

Notified Area Committee & Anr. 
v. Des Raj & Ors. 

Civil 

8.8.95 

429. 

C.A.No.5166/92 

M/s.Hindustan paper Corpn. Ltd. 
v. Sakhram Gour & Ors. 

Civil 

25.7.95 

430. 

C.A.No.7091/95 etc. 

District Primary Education Officer , 
Mehsana etc. etc. v. Vidotejak 
Mandal Sc Ors. etc. 

Education 

4.8,95 

431. 

C.A.Nos.2638-39/94 

Vasantham Foundry v. 

Union of Indie Sc Ors, 

Tax 

9.8.95 

432. 

Crl.A.No.448/84 

The State of Punjab v. 

Surje Ram 

Criminal 

9.8.95 

433. 

C.A.Nos.7107-08/95 

Union of Indie & Ors. v. 

R.K.L.D. Azad 

Service 

9.8.95 

434. 

C.A.Nos.5559-60/94 

Union of Indie etc. etc. v. 

Civil 

25.7.95 


Sunil Chandra Saha & Anr. etc. etc 


2/- 
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435. C.A.Nos.3542-43/72 

Sh.Topendas Kundonmel, 

Since Deceased thereafter by His 



Heirs & Lrs. etc. v. 

The State Throuch the Lend 
Acquisition Officer , J a mncger 

Civil 

25.7.95 

436. 

I.A,Nos.25—27 In W.P.(C) No.317/93 
T.M.A.Pai Foundation & Ors. etc. 
v, Steee of Karnataka & Ors. etc. 

Education 

11.6.95 

437. 

Crl.A.No.877/95 

Karnel Singh v. 

The State of M.P. 

Criminal 

11.8.95 

438. 

Crl.A.No.847/95 

Anirudhsinhji Karansinhji 

Jadeja & Anr. v. The State 
of Gujarat 

Criminal 

• 

00 

• 

VO 

<J1 

439. 

C.A.No.445/79 

Deputy Collector Northern 

Sub Division, Panaji v, 

Comunid^de of Bsmbolim 

Civil 

26.7.95 

440. 

C.A.No.7284/95 

Chandigarh Housing Board v. 

Civil 

7.8.95 


Avtar Singh Sc Anr. 


NOTE:- 

t 

Srl.No.423 will bo coming on NextList. 


***** 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 
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S .NO. 

Ct'JJSF 1 TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

441. 

SLP(C) No. 15806/95 
priya Vart & Anr. v. 

Union of India 

Civil 

7.8.95 

442. 

SLP(C)No.32/90 

Painder Singh & Ors. etc. etc. 
v. Union of India etc. etc. 

Civil 

8.8.95 

443. 

C.A.Nos.1175-76/76 

Trustees of the Port of Madras 
v. Engineering Constructions 

Corjorctior Lhd. 

Civil 

14.8.95 

444. 

Crl.IS.P. No. 014/94 In 

r T \ 

Kail-*' v. 

The 3tct- f l ^ z Lre Pradesh 

Criminal 

14.8.95 

445. 

C.A.No§.7‘iL.^46/ r? 6 

Comrris icner o^ Income Tax, 
Madras & Anr. v. M/s.Dtliria 
Cement (Bharat) Lta. 

Tax 

16.8. 95 

446. 

C.A.Nos.7373-74/95 

State of Maharashtra v. 

Manubhai pragaji Vashi & Ors. 

Service 

16.8.95 

447. 

C.A.No.5/93 

Municipal Committee, Bhatinda 
& Ors. v. Balwant Singh & Ors. 

Civil 

25.7.95 

448. 

C.A.No.7370/95 

Sh.Bhupinder Singh Bindra v. 
Union of India & anr, 

Civil 

28.7.95 

449. 

SLP(C)No.14430-32/95 

Mahcvir & Ar * etc. etc. v. 

The Rural In -itnte, 

Amrav3ti & ^nr. etc. etc. 

Civil 

28.7.95 

450. 

C.A.Nos 731t-lV r 5 

M/s.Kunrr Dlstra*utors (p) Ltd. 

Tax 

17.8.95 


Beltek India v. State of Bihar 
& Ors. 

451. C.A.No.1317/78 

The State of Uttar Pradesh & Anr. 
v. Keshav Prasad Singh 


Civil 


25.7.95 
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452. 

C.A.No.3263/79 

M/s.Hasanali Khanbhai & Sons 
& Ors. v. State of Gujarat 

Civil 

26.7.95 

453. 

C.A.No.7413/95 

Union of India v. 

Civil 

27.7.95 


Budh Smah & Ors. 



454. 

C.A.Na.*7470 / Q5 

U^P.Pa^l^ Sc v <"ommiss:on, 

Allah - ',. T nod Kunar 

Srivast \c ^ s, 

Service 

31.7.95 


455. 

SLP (C^ No. 14 /02/35 

Sushila Saw? Ki 1 3 v. 

State of Or_ssa & Ors. 

Civil 

31.7.95 

456. 

C.A.No.7398/95 

State of Andhra Pradesh v. 

Civil 

3.8.95 


Valluri Vcnraju 



457. 

C.A.Nos.7402-8/95 

Special Land Acquisition Officer 
& Ors. v. Mallanagouda 

Ra^anagouda Patil & Ors. 

Civil 

3.8.95 

458. 

C.A.No.7401/95 

State of Karnataka & Drs. v. 
Narasimhamurthy & Ors. 

Civil 

11.8.95 


459. 

C.A.No.7409/95 

Chief General Mencoer, 

Civil 

17.8.95 


Telecom f <~rs. v. 1? ,K,Enterprises 


460. 

C.>,.rc.3367/9 C 

H.Kashdn^-^^ 0_s, v. 

State of ^rncT-'h.a & Ors. 

Civil 

21.8.95 


CORRIGENDUM:- 


56. Crl..**.Nos. 12-21/86, 

22 - 28/86 & 1 - 11/86 

Inderjit Singh & Ors. etc. 13.7.55 

v. State of Punjab & Ors. 


>?*** 



S.NO. 

461. 

462. 

463. 

464. 

465. 

466. 

467. 

468. 

469. 

470. 

471. 


SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO. 24 OF 1995 


CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

C.A.No.7412/95 

Harbans Sinjh v. 

Stv-te of Punjab & Ors. 

Service 

3.8.95 

C.A.No*5664/94 

The Principal Cambridge School 
& Anr. v. Ms.Payal Gupta & Ors. 

Education 

21.8.95 

C.A.No.751*/95 

M.R.Gupta v. Union of India 

Sc OXL 0 

Service 

21.8.95 

C.A.No.7 458/'*, 

Namdeo rT , 'elector, East 

Neemar, KnMov: & Ors. 

Civil 

22.8.95 

C.A.No.951/76 

Arvmd Industries & Ors. v. 

The State of Gujarat & Ors. 

Tax 

23.8.9b 

Crl.A.No.533/85 

The State of Punjab v. 

Tejinder Singh & Anr. 

Criminal 

21.8.95 

Crl.A.No.537/85 

Gurdiel Singh v. 

State of Punjab 

Criminal 

21.8.95 

C.A.No.7564/95 

State of Mah-rashtrc & OxS. v. 
Kanchanmala Vijaysmg Shirke 

Sc Ors. 

Civil 

22.8.95 

C.A r No„ 7662/95 

Sri Raj Rajeshwari Prasad Singh 
v. Sh.Shashi Bhushen Prasad Singh 
Sc Ors. 

Civil 

3.8.95 

C.A.No.7608/95 

P.S.Ghrlaut v. 

State of Haryana &. Ors. 

Service 

3.8.95 

C.P.No.175/94 

In C.A.No.7585/95 

Sri Kaptan Singh (deceased) 

Civil 

3.8.95 


through Lrs. v. Rajinder Singh 
& ftrir. 

••. 2 /- 
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472. 

C. A .Nos . 7565-66/95 

Sharadchendra Gane&h Muley^ v* 
-Stote of Wharoshtra Sc Ox a/ 

Givil 

44-. 0*. 95 

473* 

C.A.No.7572/95 

State of karri'' & etc. v» 

JtiTX'r^ & Ors. etc. 

Civil * 


474. 

C.a.No.753 a/95 

Bhag'7 nt Bai & Ors. v. 

Gt^tv of Pmj^b & Ors. 

Civil 

■11SC95 

475. 

-C.A*f?os.4086-90/86 i3 

Aspinwa 1 & Co., 

Kuls^k^r Mangalore v. 

L^itha Padjgady &.Qrs, etc. 

Service 

26.7.95 

476. 

C.A.No.381/89 etc. 

Bharw-d Jafcshikhei Fcgjibhci 
& Ors, etc. v. The St te of 
Gujarat frtc. 

Criminal 

24.8.95 

477. 

T.P. (C)No.2*70/94 

Jayashr^e v. M.Srinivasa Murthy 

Civil 

14.8.95 

478. 

C.A.No.75 q --QQ/os 

Special L na ^ uxsif on Officer 
v. Shrrenck s~pp Sn«v }og*>ppa 
Ty-’pal & Ors, 

Civil 

16.8.95 

479. 

C./..ro.*758 7/ -> 

Khagendr- L Dutt* & Am. v. 

Jacob Sol^. u^cod 

Civil 

IT 

Oi 

00 

• 

480. 

CORkTC 

C.A.No.10214/83 

Mool Ch nd Sc Ors. v. 

Hv.Director, Consolidation & Ors. 

^ENDUris- 

Civil 

is.e.^s 

57. C.A. No. 640/93 

Gajcnan Knshnaji B^pet 

Sc Anr. v. Dattaji Baghofcaji 
Megne & Ors. 


18.7.95 


***** 

**-* 

* 





SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO. ?5 OF 1995 


S .NO • 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

ij TE 

481. 

SLP(C)No.4597/90 

Kaivelikkal Ambunhi 
(dead) by Lrs.& Ors. v. 

H.Ganesh Bhandary 

Civil 

24.8.95 

482. 

C.A.No.7588/95 

Special Land Acquisition Officer 
v. N.S.Takkalaki & Ors. 

Civil 

16.8.95 

483. 

C.A.No.7586/95 

R.Ramaswamy v# 

(^o^piunent of Tamil Nadu & Ors. 

Service 

11.6.95 

4P4. 

C.A.Nos.7771-72/95 etc. 

State of -unjab & Ors, etc, 
v. Raman Rai & Ors. etc. 

Civil 

14.8.95 

485. 

C.A.Nos.7701-02/95 

R.V.Bhupal Prasad v. 

State of Andhra Pradesh 

Civil 

11.8.95 

486. 

S.L.P.(Q)No.17885/95 

The -assostc-nt Commissioner, 

Gadag Sub-Diviscn, Gcdag v. 
Mathapathi Bssavannewwa & Ors. 

Civil 

17.8.95 

^87. 

C.P.No.234/94 in C.A.No.797/93 
T.R.Dhananjaya v. 

J. Vasudev 0n 

Service 

25.8.95 

488, 

C.A.No.4324-32/83 etc. 

State of U.P. & Ors. v. 

M/swModi Distillery etc. etc. 

Civil 

29.8.95 

489. 

C.A.No.1102/95 

State of Punjab & Ors. v. 

Lev Dutt Kaushal etc. etc. 

Service 

28.8.95 

490. 

C.A.No.7835/95 

V.M.Mathew v. 

V.S.Sharma & Ors. 

Civil 

29.8.95 

491. 

C.A.No.7813/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

Bhagwan Singh 

Service 

30.8.95 

492. 

C.A,No.7756/95 

Union of India v. 

S.B.Mishra 

Service 

14.8.95 

493. 

C.P.No.295/91 
inC.A.No.4374/£0 

Krishna Veer Singh Bachan 

Singh Chauhan 

Wasudeo Motiram Kalme^h & Apr. 

Civil 

30.8.95 


2 /- 
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494. 

C.A. No. 7830/95 

The Taluk Land Board, 

Kozhikode & Crs w v. 

Dr.Babucommen Thomas 

Civil 

17.8.95 

4 95 * 

C.A.No. 7896/95 

LumLini Nagar Coop. Housing 
Society Ltd. & Ors. v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Civil 

17.6.95 

496. 

C.A.No.7803/95 

Awedh Biheri Yadav & Ors. etc. 
v. The State of Bihar St Ors. 

Civil 

31.8.95 

497. 

C.A.No. 2750/77 

Abubakar Abdul Inamdar (dead) 
by Lrs. & Ors. v. Harun Abdul 
Inamdar Sc Ors. 

Civil 

3C.6.95 

498. 

C.A.No. 7866/95 

Vijaykumar Durgapras^d Gajbi & 
v. Kamlabai & Ors. 

Civil 

24.8.95 

499. 

C. A.No.7977/95 

State of Haryana & Anr. v. 

D. L.Uppal Sc Ors. 

Service 

24.0.95 

500. 

C.A.No.7926/95 

Kuldip Chand v. 

Union of India St Ors. 

Service 

24.8.Q5 

CORRIGENDUM: 




58. Crl.A.No.984/95 

State of Himachal Pradesh 
v^ Nikku Ram & Ors. 


30.8.95 


59. C.A.No.1317/78 

The State of Uttar Pradesh 
v. Keshav Prasad S5ngh 

S' Anr. 

25.7.95 


60. C.A.No.7462/95 

Sri Raj Rajeshwari Prasad S 
v. Sh.Shashi Bhushsn Prased 
St Ors. 

ingh 

Singh 

3.8.95 


61 * C.A.Fos.745—46/76 

Commissioner of Income Tax, 
Madras & ^nr. v. 

M/s.Dalmia Cement (Bharat) 

Lrs. 

16.8.95 


***** 

* 
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S .NO* 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

Lx TE 

501. 

C.A.NO.7874/95 

State of Bihar & Ors. etc. 
v. B.S.Mathur & Ors. etc. 

Service 

2^ .o.95 

502. 

C.A.No.7920/95 

Jethi Devi v. 

Bhakra Beas Management Bo^rd 
& Anr. 

Civil 

2^ .8.95 

503. 

C.n. No. 7932/95 

v* Bhavana Coop 

G.H.Society Ltd. 

Civil 

24.8.95 

504. 

C.A.No. 7848/95 

St~te of U.P. v. Ravinder 

N< th Chaturvedi & **nr. 

Civil 

26.8.95 

505. 

C.A.NO.7940/95 

Superintendent of Idice 
(C.B.I.) v. Deepak Chowdhary 

Sc Ors. 

Servj ce 

17.6.95 

so fi. 

1.a.N o.Q84/95 

State of Himchal Pradesh v. 

Nikku Ram & Ors. 

Criminal 

30.8.95 

507. 

C.A.No.7873/95 

State of U.p. & Ors. v. 

Ram Khelawcn & Ors. 

Service 

17.8.95 

506. 

C.a.No.7933/95 

Dr.G.N.Khajuris & Ors. v. 

Delhi Development author xty & Ors, 

Civil 

31.8.95 

509. 

C.a.Nos.7849-51/95 

Housing Board Haryana v. 

Housing Board Colony Welfare 
association & Ors. 

Civil 

1.9.95 

510. 

C.a.No.7872/SP 

U.P.Seles Tax Service Association 
v. Taxation Bar association, 

Agra & Ors. 

Tax 

31.6.95 

511. 

C.a.No.112/95 

San jay Kumar & **nr. v. 

State of U.P. & Ors. 

Civil 

31.8.95 

512. 

W.p.(C) No.631/94 

Ashoka Kunrr Thakur v. 

State of Bihar & Ors. 

Service 

4.9.95 

513. 

C.A.No.1474/80 

Board of Revenue, U.P. v. 

M/s.Electronic Industries of 

India 

Civil 

4.9.95 
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5U- 

W.p.(Crl.) No,149/95 

P.M.Hari Kumar v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Criminal 

4.9.95 

515. 

C.A.No.7979/95 

Special Land Acquisition Officer >/+ 
Puttaiah St Ors. 

Civil 

1C.£.95 

516, 

C.A.No. 8183/95 

Registrar, Co-operative 

Societies, West Bengal v. 

Krishna Kuiik r Singhania & Ors. 

Civil 

17.8,95 

517, 

C.A.No.8030/95 

State of Him chal Pradesh & Ors. 
v. Sh. Dharam Das 

Civil 

25.6.95 

518, 

C.A.No.7983/95 

Union of India v, 

Rengila Ram (Dead) by Lrs. 

Civil 

28.8.95 

519. 

C.A.No.7974/95 

State of U.P. v. 

Ratan Lai etc. 

Civil 

28.8.95 

520. 

C.A.No.7870/95 




The Special Land AcguistLon Officer 

Melaprabha Dam Project, Seundetti Civil 16*3,95 

etc. v, Madivale Tp-* Bcsalingappe 
Melavanki etc. 


**** 

**w 
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LIST OF 2EPORT/-JBLE MATTERS 
LIST .NO, 21 OF 1995 


8.NO. 

CAUS E Sc TITLE 

SUBJECT 

D*.TE 

521. 

W.P.(C) No.162/95 

C.Pxavichandran Iyer v. 

Justice A.M.Bhattacharjee & Ors. 

Civil 

5.9.95 

522. 

Crl.M.P.No.505/94 In 

W.P.(Crl.) No.237/89 

Sheela Barse v. 

Union of India &c Ors. 

Criminal 

5.9.95 

523. 

Crl.A.Nos.1000-01/95 

Jawala Ram & Anr. v. 

State of H.P. 

Criminal 

28.8.95 

524. 

C.A.No.8032/95 

Chandrashekhar Gajanan Bhogaonkar c . 
v. Yeshwant Dhondi Potdar & Ors. 

28.8.95 

525. 

C.A.Nos.3077-78/80 

State of Orissa v. 

Dhobei Sethi & Anr. 

Civil 

29.8.95 


C.A.No.8116/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

N.V.Phaneendran 

Civil 

29.8.95 

527. 

C.*». Nos. 2573-7 4/80 

Special Land Acquisition Officer, 
Bangalore v. Sri Dyavappa & Ors, 

r Civil 

29.6.95 

528. 

C.A.No.73/79 

Hanmanta Daulappa Nimbal Since 
Deceased by His Heirs & Lrs. v. 
Babasahob Dajisaheb Londht 

Civil 

29.8.95 

B29. 

C.A.No.8082/95 

Shri Mehnga Singh, Ex-Sub Inspector 
v. Inspector General of Police, Service 

PAP, Jalandhar Cantt. & Crs. 

1.9.95 

530. 

C.A. No. 8077/95 

The Commissioner* Religious & 
Charitable Endowments, Bangalore 
& Ors. v. Kasliyapja Gurukula 
Sri Vidva Shala 

Civil 

1.9.95 

531. 

Crl.A.No.1011/95 

V.M.Shah v. The State of 
Maharashtra & Anr. 

Criminal 

25.8.95 

532. 

C.A.No.8058-60/95 

Morinda Co-op., Sugar Mills Ltd. 

6ervice 

25.8.95 


v. Ram Kishan And Ord. etc. 


2/. 
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5 33. C.A.No.407/36 

U.P.State Sugar Corpn. Ltd. 
v. State of U,- & Ors. 


Civil 


29.0.95 


534. C.A.No.1304/72 

Mangat Mai (dead) & ^nr. 
v. Smt.Punni Devi (dead) 

& Ors. 

535. C.A.No.8086/95 
Himachal Pradesh State 
Electricity Board, 

Shimla & Ors. etc. v. 

Tireth Raj & Ors. etc. 

536. C.A.Nos.1608—40/80 
State of Punjab v. 

Pritam Singh etc. etc. 

537. C.A.Nos.8198-03/95 
Hindustan Vegetable Oils 
Corporation Ltd. v. 
Progressive Industries & Ors. 

538. C.A.No.8117/95 

State of Gujarat etc. v. 

Daya Shamji Bhai etc. 

539. Crl.A.No.1026/95 

Anil Saran v. The State 
of Bihar & Anr. 

540. I.A.No.3 In C.A.No.279/87 
Jarabanoo Firoz Shah Moos 
v. Andhra Pradesh Chemist & 
Druggist Association, 
Hyderabad & Ors. 


Civil 


Service 


Civil 


Civil 

Civil 


Criminal 


Civil 


7.9.95 


1.9.95 


30.8.95 


7.9.95 


25.8.95 

24.8.95 


25.C.9S 


**** 

** 



SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO. 28 OF 1995 


S.NQ* 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

541. 

C.A.No. 8164/95 

Dr.Krushna Chandra Sahu & Ors. 
v* State of Orissa & Ors. 

Service 

8.9.95 

542. 

W.P.(Crl.) No.413/95 

Abdul Aziz v. State of 

West Bengal & Anr. 

Criminal 

21.7.95 

543. 

C.A.No.3413/90 

Surjit Singh & Ors, etc. etc. 
v. Harbans Singh & Ors. etc. 

Civil 

6.9.95 

544. 

I. A.Nos.4 Sc 5/95 

J. Vasudevan v. T.P.Dhananjaya 

Service 

8.9.95 

545. 

SLP(C)No.17474/95 

Bhoop Singh v. 

Ram Singh Major & Ors. 

Civil 

11.9.95 

546. 

C.A.Nos.8184-88/95 

State of Himachal Pradesh & Ors. 
etc. v. Genesh Wood Products 
& Ors. etc. 

Civil 

•11.9.95 

547. 

C.A.No.8218/95 

Dh yv nond etc. etc. v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

12.9.95 

548. 

C.A.Nos.8257-60/95 

Municipal Commissioner/ 

Chinchw *d New Township 

Municipal Council v. 

M/s. Century Enka Ltd. 

Tex 

12.9.95 

549. 

W.p.(C)No.1501/73 

S.R.Bhc'gwat & Ors. v. 

The State of Mysore 

Service 

12.9.95 

550. 

Crl.A.No,522/80 

S.K.Kamdar & Anr. v. 

State of Mharashtra 

Criminal 

6.9.95 

551. 

C.A.No.8223/95 

Pleasant Stay Hotel & Anr. 
v. Palani Hills Conservation 
Council & Ors. 

Civil 

13.9.95 

552. 

C.A.No.8235/95 

Sawan Ram Malra v. Union of 

India & Ors. 

Service 

13.9.95 


2/- 



553 


554 # 


C. A. No. 8254/95 

Larsen & Toubro Ltd v. civil 

Maharashtra State Electricity 
Board & Ors. 

C.A*No.8325/95 

Ram Kishan v. Union of India & Ors. Service 


555 

556. 


557. 

558. 

559. 

560. 


C.A.No*8305—06/95 

Dhermvir v. State of U.P. & Ors. 

C.A.No. 8310/95 


Major Ashok Kumar Singh v. 

Vlth Addl. Sessions Judge, 

Varanasi & Ors. 

Civil 


C.A.No.3689/84 

Brighu Nath Schay Singh & Ors. 
v. Md.Khalilur Rahmm & Ors. 

Civil 

C.A.No.8336/95 

K.Kandaswamy v. Union of India 

Service 

& Anr. 


C.A.No. 8380/95 

B.D.Jadhavar v. K.D.Bhagwan & Ors. 

Service 

C.A.No.928/80 

Modi Industries Ltd., 

Modinagar etc.etc. v. 

Commissioner of Income Tax, 

Delhi & Anr. etc. 

Tax 


CORRIGENDUM 

62. C.A.Nos.7375-78/94 
K.S.Paripoornan v. 
State of Kerala & Ors. 

63. C.A.No.7413/95 
Union of India v. 

Budh Singh & Ors. 


13.9.95 

1.9.95 


4.9.95 


6.9.95 


4.9.95 


1.9.95 

1.9.95 

15.9.95 


20.10.94 


27.7.95 



SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
LIST OF REPCKTABLE MATTERS 



LIST NO. 29 OF 

1995 


S .NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

561. 

C.A.No.8338/95 

Hindustan Lever Ltd. v. 

Ashok Vishnu Kate & Ors. 

Civil 

15.9.95 

562. 

1.A.No.6/95 

State of Karnataka represented 
through Chief Secretary to 
Government of Karnataka v. 
Sh.T.R.Dhananjaya & Anr. 

Service 

14.9.95 

563. 

C.A.No.8374/95 

State of Bihar & C 3. v. 

Tata Engineering & Loco 

Co. Ltd. & Anr. 

Civil 

8.9.95 

564. 

C.A. No. 8377/95 

Raimati Sahuani v. 

Pankaja Sahu (dead) by Lrs. 

& Ors. 

Civil 

8.9.95 

565. 

C.A.No.8371/95 

Union of India v. 

Ajoy Kumar patnaik 

Service 

8.9.95 

566. 

C.A.No.8384/95 

Palghat BPL & PSP Thozhilali 
Union v. BPL India Ltd. & Anr, 

Civil 

7.9.95 

567. 

Crl.A.Nos.1085-86/95 

State of M.P. v. Suresh 

Gupta & Anr. 

Criminal 

8.9,95 

568. 

C.A.No.8398/95 

Controller of Examinetion s, 

Utkal University v. 

Miss Paurnsmasi L^s 

Education 

19.9.95 

569. 

Crl.A.No.1094/95 

Ashok Kumar v. The State 

Delhi Administration) 

Criminal 

19.9.95 

570* 

C.A.No.1306/95 

State of Orissa & Anr. v. 

Copal Chandra Rath & Ors, 

Service 

20.9.95 

571. 

C.A.No.8409/95 

A.p.Srivasteva v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

20.9.95 

572. 

C.A.Nos* 8435-36/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

Ajaib Singh 6c Ors. 

Civil 

20.9.95 
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573. 

574. 

575. 

576. 

577. 

578. 

579* 

580. 


C.A.No.8400/95 


State of Orissa & Ors. v. 
Kalicharan Mohopatra & Anr. 

Service 

20.9.95 

C.A.No. 7001/94 

Madhukar Bakru Pings1 v. 
Sh.Rajendra D.Gaikwad & Ors. 

Service 

13.9.95 

C.A.No§.8385-86/95 

Kameshwar Prasad v. 

State of Bihar & Ors. 

Service 

li.9.95 

C.A.No.8416/95 

K.Adivi Naidu & Ors. v. 
S.Duruvasulu Naidu & Ors. 

Civil 

11.9.95 

Crl.A.No.385/80 ‘ 

Delhi Cloth & Generd Mills 
Co. Ltd. v. State of M.P. & 

Criminal 

Ors. 

12.9.95 

C.A.No.4172/95 

J.G.praseda Rao etc. etc. v. 
The Secretary to Government 

Sc Ors.etc. etc. 

Service 

7.9.95 

C.A.No.8429-30/95 

Santosh Jayaswal Sc Anr. v. 

Civil 

11.9.95 


State of M.P. Sc Ors. 

W.p.(C)No.21/94 
Karnataka State Government 
First Grade Colleges Part-Time 
Lecturers* Association 
(Regd.) & Anr. v. 

State of Karnataka 


**** 

** 


Civil 


11.9.95 
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LIST OF PEPOrTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO, 30 OF 1995 


S,NO f 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

581. 

C.A.No. 210/82 

State of Kerala v. 

Malayalam Plantation Ltd. 

Civil 

12.9.95 

582. 

C.A.No.8439/95 

State of Maharashtra & Anr. 

Civil 

15.9.95 


v. Pooja Brew-chem Industries 

Ltd. Sc Anr. 



583. 

C.A.No. 8425/95 

State of Andhra Pradesh v. 

Civil 

15.9.95 


Korukonda Suryanarayana 

Chowdary 



584. 

C*A.No.8738/95 

Stv-te 3ank of Bikaner & Jaipur 
v. Sh.Prcbhou Daysl Grover 

Service 

19.9.95 

58*. 

A.No.8509/95 etc. 
R.Chandevarappa etc. 
v. State of Karnataka & Ors. etc. 

Civil 

8.9.95 

586. 

C.A.No.7151/93 

Lr.Ranbir Singh v. 

Asharfi Lai 

Civil 

21.9.95 

587. 

C.A.No.2909/77 

The Dy.Collector & Anr. v. 

S.Venkata Ramanaiah Sc Anr, 

Civil 

18.9.95 

588. 

C.A.No.820/79 

M/s.Gangeshwar Ltd. v. 

State of U.P. & Ors. 

Civil 

19.9.95 

589. 

C.A.No.8434/95 

Dr.J.N.B'navalikar v. 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi 
& Anr. 

Service 

21.9.95 

590. 

C.A.No.2234/79 

Dilawar Singh (Dead) thr. Lrs. 

Civil 

13.9.95 


v. Add1.District Judge, Ghaziabad 



591. 

C.A.No.2690/80 

Sardar Dilshar Singh v. 

The Labour Commissioner & Anr. 

Civil 

12.9.95 

592. 

C.A.No.2110/79 

Sh.Jsngli & Ors, v. 

Smt.Bhagwati & Ors. 

Civil 

12.9.95 

593. 

Crl.A.No.62/91 

Smt.Mukul Rani Varshnei & Ors. 

Criminal 

19.9.95 


v. Delhi Development Authority & 

Anr. 



2/- 



594. 

C.A.Nos.2476-78/78 
A.T.S.Chinnaswami Chettiar 
etc. v. Sri Kari Varadaraja 
Perum&l Temple & Anr. 

Civil 

22.9.95 



595. 

C.A.No.632/75 

Nand Kishoxe v. 

State of Punjab 

Service 

21.9.95 

596. 

R.P.No.1347/95 

Kondopsnt v. Arjuna & Ors. 

Civil 

12.9.95 

597. 

C.A.Nos.4895—96/84 

M/s.The Andhra Bank Ltd ., 




Hyderated v. The Commissioner 
of Income Tax, A.P. ill, Hyderctad 

Tax 

22.9.95 

598. 

C.A.NO.8780/95 

G.Sridncramurti v. 

Hindustan Fetroleum 

Corporation Ltd. 

Civil 

13.9.95 

599. 

C.A.No.778/7C 

Inderjeet Singh Sial & Apr. 
v. M/s.Karam Chend Thapar & Ors. 

Civil 

25.9.95 

600. 

C.A.No.910C/95 

Kashifcai W/o Lachiram & Anr. v. 

Civil 

25.9.95 


Paxwsi-ib?*! >J/o Lachiram & Ors. 
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LIST OF REPORTAELE MATTERS 



LIST NO. 31 

OF 1995 


«?.No. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DATE 

601* 

C.A.No.9107/95 

J.K.Jein & Ors. v. 

Delhi Development Authority 

Si Ors. 

Civil 

26.9.95 

602, 

C.A.No.733/81 

Sh.Kishan Das & Ors. v. 

The State of U.P. & Ors. 

Civil 

12.9.95 

603. 

Crl.A.No.1143/95 

State of Andhra prolesh v. 
BoJem Sundera Rao 

Criminal 

22.9.95 

604. 

C.A.No.3404/93 

Sc vita Dey v. 

Nageswcr Majumdar & ^nr. 

Civil 

26.9.95 

605. 

Crl.A.No.524/94 

Wariyam Singh & Ors. v. 

State of U.P. 

Criminal 

19.9.95 

A ()6. 

Crl.A.No.749/93 

Bonkya © Bherat Shivaji 

Mane & Ors. v. State of 
Maharashtra 

Criminal 

27.9.95 

6^7. 

C.A.N^.2269/86 

State of Madhya Pradesh v. 
Moh^n Singh 

Civil 

20.9.95 

608. 

C,A.No,9133/95 

Satyendra Nath Bejpai v. 
Inspector Gcn-'r~l of Registra 
U.P. ft Anr. 

Service 

tion 

27.9.95 

609. 

C.A.No.9135/95 

Atul Kunr r Nigem v. 

State of U.P. & Ors. 

Service 

27.9.95 

610. 

C.A.No.9136/95 

Sanjay Gupta & Ors. v. 

State of U.P. & Ors. 

Service 

27.9.95 

611. 

C.A.No.9134/95 

R.S.pandey v. State of U.P. 

& Ors. 

Service 

27.9.95 

612. 

S.L.P.Nos.5624-25/95 

Khagesh Kumar & Ors. v. 

Service 

27.9.95 


Inspector G«n<=>r“i of Regl stration 

St Ors. 


2/- 
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613. C.A.No.9219/95 

Wazir Singh, J3T Teacher & Ors. 
v. The State of Haryana 
through its Secret'ry, Education 
Department & Ors. 

614* C.A.Nos.9278-79 & 9280/95 

The Hih^r State Board cf 
Homeopathic Medicine, Patna 
v. The State of Bihar Sc Ors. 

615. C.A.No.9272/95 
Union of India & Ors. etc, 
v. Virpel Singh Chauhan etc. 

616. C.A.No.325/ttl etc. 

Air India & Ors. etc. v. 

B.R.Age & Ors. etc. 

637. C.A.No.1053/77 

romiid ssioner of Income Tax 
v. Smt.Pelleti Snder^mma, 

Nellore 

618. O.A.No.1482/76 
The Principal Appro is er (Exports) 

Collectorate of Customs & Central Tax 
Excise Sc Ors e v. Esajee Tayafcally 
Kepasi, Calicut 

619. Crl.A.Nu,1183/95 

Mrs.Pupan Deol 3ejaj Sc Anr. v. Criminal 

Kenwar pal Singh Gill Sc Anr. 

620. C.A.Nos.9337-38/95 

0.S,Singh & Anr. v. Service 

Union of India & Anr. 


Service 

Service 

Service 

Tax 


29.9.95 

10.10.95 

10.10.95 

10.10.95 

11.10.95 

11.10.95 

12.10.95 

12.10.95 


CORRIGENDUM 


64. 

C.A.No.4564/95 




M.J.Siv'-'ni Sc Ors. v. 

I 

17.4.95 


State of Karnataka Sc 

Ors. 


65. 

C.A.No.8409/95 
A.P.Srivastava v. 
Union of India Sc Ors. 


20.9.95 

67. 

C.A.No.4564/95 
M.J.Sivcni & Ors. v. 
State of Karnataka 

II 

17.4.95 

68. 

Crl.A.No.1026/95 

Anil Saran v. State 
Bihar 

of 

24.8.95 

69. 

C.A.No.8371/95 

Union of India v. 

Ajoy Kumar Patnaik 


0.9.95 


**** 
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S.NO. 

CAUSE & TITLF 

1- 7± 

date 

621. 

C.A. (NT) No. 1052/76 

Commissioner of Income Tex, 

Tax 

12.10.95 


Meerut, etc. ctc f v. 

M/s.Virnmi Industries Pvt. Ltd. 



622. 

Crl.A.No.698/95 

A.Weti AO v. The State of 

Meni Pur 

Criminal 

13.10.95 

623. 

Crl.A.No.181/65 

Bcl" c v Singh & Anr. v. 

St'te of Punjab 

Criminal 

13.10.95 

624. 

C.A. No. 6227/95 

Chinnemma v. Gopalan & Ors. 

Civil 

13.10.95 

625. 

C.A.No.9383/95 

Sri Abani Knnt-> Ray v. 

State of Orissa & Ors. 

Service 

13.10.95 

626. 

C.A.No.958/77 

Tne A<1. Commissioner of 




Income Tax & Anr. v. 

The A.L.N.Rso Ch-nf'ble Trust 

Tax 

13.10.95 

627. 

Crl.A.No.H96/95 

S^njcy Dutt v. 

State of Maharashtra 

Cri 4 nin"'l 

16.10.95 

626. 

C.A.No.3112/95 

Devc R^m & Anr. v. 

Ishwsr Chand & Anr. 

Civil 

16.10.95 

629. 

C.A.No.9374/95 

State of U.P. v. 

R^mesh Ch-n^ra Sharma & Ors. 

Ser vice 

16.10.95 

630. 

C.a.N o.9413/95 

B.N.Agcrwclla v. 

State of Ouss? 

Civil 

16.10.95 

631. 

C.A.No. 6150/83 

Shv.-r Singh & Ors. v. 

Union of India & Ors, 

Service 

16.10.95 

632. 

C.A.No.9461/95 

Dakeya @ Dakaiah v. 

Anjeni 

Civil 

12.10.95 

633. 

C.A.No*1232(N)/73 

Civil 

17.10.95 


Mohan Lai v. Kartar Si^gh & Ors 

• 



2/- 
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634. C.A.No.968/80 

Sri VrrCcrcjo Perurrrl Temple 
v. K.Ramcchondra Ceod) by 
Lrs. Sc Ors. 

635. C.A.No.196^/82 

New Delhi J'unicip.-l Committee 
v e allied Motors Pvt.Ltd. & Ors. 

636. C.a.No.1980/95 
Knsnon Preset Gupta v. 
Controller,, Prxrti.nQ & 

Statior t^ry 

637. C.A.Nos.1965-66/80 etc. 

P.P-n^s ~ii (Ce^-d) by 

Lrs. etc. v. P.Periethambi 
& Ors. etc. 

638. W.P.(C)No.5222/85 

Workmen of M/s.Roht~s Industries 
v. Rohtcs Inkistri^s & Crs. 

639. C.A.No. 6036/93 
Allehcbal D^nk v. 

Prem Nat'-m Pan^e Sr Ors. 

640. C.A. Nos. 9572- 75/95 
Union of In Ho & Ors. v. 

Toro Ch~n" Sh^rma & Ors. 


Civil 


Tax 


ClV 3 1 


Civi 1 


Cj vix 


Service 


Service 


11.10.95 

17.10.95 

18.10.95 

11.10.95 

18.10.95 

19.10.95 

19.10.95 


CORRIGENDUM; 


66. W.P.(C)No,5222/85 

Workmen of M/s .Roht-’s 
In'ustn^s v. 

Rohtas InVtriv-S &. Ors. 


***** 

*** 

* 


1G.10.95 



SUPREME COURT 0^ INDIA 
11ST OF RSPORIABIE MASTERS 
ir ST JO, _ 


S .NO, 

CAUSE 6c TT^Ll 

3U3 J ^CT 

D^ m E 

n 2f. 

C.A.No.- 0282/^5 

Ct tt T J.i. it Ors. v. 

U.P.i an iv>ti k r perished 

Sar-r-'k S .-'oh f 

Service 

6.31.95 

722. 

W.p. ( r rl.) w- # 

jyirs e ^ r-n^i < li . S-^te 

Of Pi** j W o£ O'" 3 

Cr*» rain" 4 

35.11.95 

723. 

C.a.Nc.3^59'3 

STt.Cr p i y~ ho 3 et°. v. 

St tt -,t \ A c* 

fh v ’ 

15.11.95 

724. 

C. A.Nc.302''C 

Jaipur Tl l -"'V'nt 7 uthcrity, 
v. Coxier r s .r-r , ^ ■. } i~ 

riv 17 

5.11.95 

725. 

C.A.No .j? a * Oi 

Stat^ of r\ ^oa & Ors. v. 

De j n -i% r & D-s, 

Ci v 2 

6.11.95 

726. 

C.A.No. 10^°^/9 r 

Mai*K j t l _,~ T,r i» i ■*“ e, Hodal v. 
Kiisia^ r*. c* O^s 

Civil 

6.11.95 

727. 

C.A. Nlo.l43C/r4 

The - t j I ^hanshtra & Anr. 

v. Una^h^rkcr Taj-o^u & Ore 

Civil 

H. 95 

7 28* 

C.A.K^.1033V q ^ 

Mi* L -1 1 v. The Oriental 

Fire & General Insurance Co. Ltd 
Sc Anr. 

r ’ivil 

9.11.95 

729. 

Crl.A.No. 648/91 

S~ma /il^na Abdulla v. 

The State cf Guj t 

Cnmirr 7 

1C.31.95 

730. 

C.A.Nos. ■* 825—^8// / 

Bihari L“* l J-'iswai etc. v. 

The Ccmnussi nv.r of Incrrre T-»a 

n, x 

16.11.95 

731. 

C.A. Nos . 1 7 41—E 7/77 

Commissirnci cf Tncone Tax, 

Kanpur v. Kamla Ifrm Trust 

T^x 

•’6.11.95 

732. 

C.A.No.4231-/O' 3 

Convri rsi c r tr of Tncone Tax 

Tax 

16.11.95 


v, ov i a n*n r <A sh, etc. 


2/. 
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733. 

734. 

735. 

736. 

737. 


C. A.No. 10403/95 
Commissioner/Secretary tc 
Go^c-rpTC” +• Hen1th & Kdu 

Depth, Civ 1 1 Go-tt. J?r , v. 
Dr. 33 hck KornC 1 <on2i 

C.A c 

Sn. i *7 2 ~>x l ■'ixC'h v. 

S„~ze c- i’ r ry in a Ors. 

w.p. 'c* ' v. . i/ ■» 

j r , > p <• 

Ul*-> „ 1 x- c r ° 3. 

I n A Ncs/-„ / C 
S. pr ^ Da 3^r h "'hi 1 Ion etc. 
v. h "**9 ' o z 'jr 1^? \ crrent 
Trust > Cr-- 

C.A .Fo : v,\ '05 

Bcpu I* 1 rj A _ i Sc Os. 

v. V: tn i:-c * u^anoo Deshmukh 

& Anr. 


Service 


C’vll 


CiV- 1 


Civ? 1 


Civil 


738. 

739. 

740. 


C.A r N-. 1 ?4' /77 

Smt.Hr ^ - FJi-sini Civil 

v. A_- xO m * ii-'n & Ors. 

C.A.hw.’' 

U.P.J "i. m A Anr. v. Service 

Syv.c K j ] j /'oris 


C.A.Ft 3 S 3'"9 

Mur: c • “1 Co j noil Wrreseoni & Anr. 
v. Cz+J3s\ C - rara Jam & ^nr. 


Civil 


CQgjRIGEV^UM 


77. C.A.No.10758-50/95 

Ash worn KjT’r & Grs. etc. 
v. Sf Bihrr £ Ors, 

78. C. A.Nos, 484-^5/83 

Ash_> r * Ors. v. 

The Cru-ij ^ n, E* 1 ! tcing Service 
R^crtio it Ecno A (is, 

79. S.L.T . f f 'No.23740/05 
Lexmichcn3 A Cu£, t. 

Gr^m r~n"h^y* 1 t kci~ r? e & Ors. 


31.50.95 

1.11.95 

9.11.95 

6.11.95 

2.11.95 

16.11.95 

13.11.95 

15.11.95 

16.11.95 

9.11.95 

6.11.95 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 
LIST NO. 38 OF 19g5 


S.NO. CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

741. C.A.Nos.10758-59/95 

Ashwrni Kumar & Ors. etc. 
v* State of Bihar & Ors. etc. 

Service 

742. C.P.(C) No.79/95 

In C.A.No.5718/94 

Mohd.Qeiser v. L.K.Sinha & Ors. 

Pivil 

743. C.A.No. 10522/95 

The Special Land Acquisition 
v. Siddappa Ujanappa Madar 

Civil 

744. C. A. Ncs. 31)699-10722/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

The Special Tehsildar (ZA) Sc 

Ors. 

Civil 

C.A.NOS.1S-Q9-1990/76 

ihp Aasistcnt Commissioner of 

Srle<^ Tax, Kerala v. 

M/s. P.Kesavan & Co. 

Tax 

746. C.A.No.10492/95 

Prabhavati Devi v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

747. C.A.No.10610/95 

Management of Nilpur Tee Estate 
v. State of Ass m & Ors. 

Civil 

748. C.A.No.10613/95 

Sudhir Brothers v. Civil 

Delhi Development Authority Sc *»nr. 

749. C.A.Nos.10606-07/95 

Bhupendrasingh v. State of 
Maharashtra & Ors. 

Civil 


750* C.A.No*10690/95 

Brisa Munda v. Chanoo Kumari Civil 
§ Most Dumari & Ors. 

751. SLP(C) No.24435/95 

Jose Antonio Cruz Dos R.Rodrigueses 
8 Anr. etc. v. Land Acquisition 
Collector & Anr. 

752. C* A. No .2131/94 
M/s.Complete Insulations (p) 

Ltd. v. Ifew India Assurance 
Co. Ltd. 


16.11. 

6.11.95 

2.11.95 

17.11.95 

14.11.95 

16.11.95 

17.11.95 

16.11.95 

21.11.95 

16.11.95 

13.11.95 


Civil 


21.11.95 
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753. 

C.A.No.l0754/f5 

Sakti through its 

Dire4tor, Rampachodayadm, 
E.G.Distt., A.P. v. 

R.K.Ragala & Ors. 

Service 

€.1- % 

754. 

C.A. No.10682/95 

Jagdish Prasad v. The 

State of Bihar & Anr, 

Service 

13.11. 

755. 

C.P.lflo.326/95 

M/s.packraft (India) Pvt. 

Ltd. through its director 
V.S.M^nn v. U.P.F.C. through 
its M.D.R.M.Sethi & Ors. 

Civil 

13.11.95 

756. 

C. A. N^. 10534/95 

Dakshaben B. Patel v. The 
Administrator, U.T. of 

Daman & Diu & 4 Ors. 

Civil 

10.11.95 

7^7. 

No. 1H07/95 

The Ececutive Engineer, 

Bihar State Housing Board v. 
Ramesh Kumar Singh & Ors. 

Service 

22.11.95 


C.A,No.6020/94 

itnirui of India St Ors. v. 

Prctifchs Benner j^a Sc A nr. 

Service 

21.11.95 

759. 

C.A.No.736/75 

The Secretary tc Government riv-n 

of Madras & Anr. v. P.K.Snremulu 

Sc Anr. 

22.11.95 

760. 

Crl.A.No.165/83 

Jarnail Singh v. 

St-ate of Punjab 

Criminal 

23.11.95 


***** 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MASTERS 
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S .NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

D*.TE 

761. 

C.A.No.1629(NCE)/93 

Jen ta Dal (Samrjwedi) 
v. The Election Commission 

6f India 

Election 

23.11.95 

762. 

C.A.No.10500/95 

Vinod Krishna Keul, 

Indian Police Service (Retired) 
Union of India & Ors. 

v. Service 

23.11.95 

763. 

C.A.No.11068/95 

Bhrgwan Das & Anr. v. 

Sard~r Atma Smgh 

Civil 

23.11.95 

764. 

C. A.No.11220/95 

D. Venkamma & Ors. v. 

Speci<1 Tchsildar (LA) Unit-IV., 
Jan^gareddigudem, W.G.Dist., 
Elugj, A.P. 

Civil 

16.11.95 

765. 

C.A.No.11192/95 

Amite Kaushish & Ors. v. 

Scnjay K-ushish & Ors. 

Civil 

16.11.95 

766. * 

C.A.No.5633/95 

R~shtny a Mill M^zdoor Singh 
v. National Textile Corpor tion 
(South Mah rashtra) Ltd. & Ors. 

Service 

24.11.95 

767. 

C.A.No.11242/95 

Kulder^p Smgh V. 

Genp~t L~1 & finr. 

Civil 

24.11.95 

768. 

C.A.No.11236/95 

Smt.H-ns Raji v. 

Yosodcn nd 

Civil 

24.11.95 

769. 

C.a.N o.11260/55 

M/s.Hotel L^rpan, 

Mussoorie v. Sub-Division= 1 
Megistr te, Mussoorie & Anr. 

Tax 

27.11.95 

770. 

Crl. a.N o.242/83 

Wasson Singh v. 

Th«- St-cte of Punjab 

Criminal 

28.11.95 
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771. 

C.A.No.11314/95 

Jai Narain Ram v. 

State of U.P. & Ors. 

Service 

16.11.95 

112. 

SLP(C) No.10901/95 etc. 

Ran jit Kumcr M->jumd-r v. 

Union of India 6c Ors. 

Service 

28.11.95 

773. 

T.R.C.Nos.13-16/81 

Associated PoWs_i Co. Ltd. v. 
Commissioner of Income Tax 

Tax 

26.11.95 

774. 

(T.C. (C) Nos.73-75/95 

Jai Narein & Ors. etc. etc. 
v* Union of India 6c Ors. 

Civil 

2*.11.95 

775. 

SLP(C) No.21000/93 

Delhi Development Authority 
v. Skipper Construction 6c Anr. 

Civil 

29.11.95 

776. 

777. 

C.A.No.H401/95 

Rajpal v. State of Haryana 

6c Ors. 

SLP(C)Nos. 25032-33/95 

Resham Singh Pyara Singh v. 
Abdul Sattar 

Service 

Civil 

20.11.95 

20.11.95 

/ /8. 

r. a.N o.11^98/95 

Pr^m N-th Kapur 6c Anr. etc. 
v. Nati_nsl Fertilizers 
Corporation of Indie Ltd. 

Civil 

29.U.95 

779. 

Crl.A.No.715/94 

Durg^-sh Chandrc Sch~ v. 

Bimal Ch ndre Saha 6c Ors. 

Criminal 

23.11.95 

780. 

* 

C.«. No. 3557/84 

Smt.Shakuntal^bai 6c Ors. v. 
St^tc of Mahereshtra 

Civil 

23.11.95 


CORRIGENDUM 


Crl.A.No.602/85 

Our mi t Singh 6c Ors, v. 

Stet^ of Punjab 


80 


29.9*95 



S. No. 
781* 

782. 

783. 

784. 

785. 

r m 

787. 

788'. 

789. 

790. 

791. 

792. 

793. 


SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 


LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 


LIST NO. 40 OF 

1995 


CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJBCTw 

DATE 

C.A.No.2738/79 

Durga Prasad (de~d) 
by Lrs. v. Srnt.Gita 

Kumari & Ors. 

Civil 

23.H.95 

Crl. A. No.331/93 

State of Maharashtra v. 

Ishwer Pireji Kalpatri St Ors. 

Criminal 

30.U.95 

C.A.Nos.547-48/91 

Dr.U"'hush Ch?nd Sharma v. 
Smt.Raj Kumari Sharma & Ors. 

Civil 

1.12.95 

C.A. Nos.5337-41/90 

St te of Punjab & Ors. v. 
Mohaoir Singh etc. utc. 

Civil 

21.11.95 

C.A. No.11508/95 

Th« State of Punjab & Ors. 
v. M/s.Mahajen S bh“ / 

Gurd^spur & Ors. 

Civil 

21.11.95 

c - 128/85 

Fehl d Smgh & ^nr. etc. v. 
Union cf India 

Civil 

21.11.95 

C.a. No.3279/84 

Rat"n Lc. 1 Gupta fyf/ Ors. v. 
Union of India 

Civil 

21.11.95 

C.a. No. 282/85 

Mir Singh & Ors. v. 

Union of Indi~ 

Civil 

21.11.95 

C.a. No. H465/95 

Government of «.p. & Anr. 
v. M.F^ndurang Sc Ors. 

Service 

20.H.95 

Crl. a.N o.1562/95 

Mrs.Nutan J.Patel v. 

S.V.Pres-d Sc Anr. 

Criminal 

22.11.95 

C.a. No.11437/95 

ShcO Nandan Smgh v. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Service 

22.11.95 

C.A.No,11425/95 

The. St"-to of Meh~r ~ shtra v. 
N"nekchend Pyermcl Sc Ors. 

Civil 

22.11.95 

C.a. No. H459/95 

The. St te of Punjab & Ors. etc 

S rvmp 

22.11.95 


V. Sh rrO F t-h SinqJ a A Or<;. 


..♦2/- 
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794. Crl.A.No.480/85 


795. 

Mukhtiar Singh & Ors. v. 

State of Punjab 

C.a.N o.11536/95 

Criminal 

30.11.95 

796. 

The St<-te of Madhy- Pradesh 
& Ors. v. Dr.Yashw-nt Trimbck 

C.A.No.4574/95 

Service 

4.12.95 

57. 

Hcrfcil~ s R-'i Brnsrl v. 

Thi State of Punjcb & Anr. 

C.a.No.241/85 

Civil 

5.12.95 

798. 

Sant Ram & Ors. v. 

Union of Indie 

Crl.A.No.1577/95 

Civil 

21.11.95 

799. 

State of U.P. v. 

Shekeel Ahmed 

CrllA.No.1593/95 

Criminal 

28.11.95 

600. 

Gurmit Kaur v. 

Surjit Singh @ Je~t Singh 

Crl.A.No.1594/95 

Criminal 

28.11.95 


State of Punjab v. 

Jasbir Singh & Ors. 

Criminal 

28.11.95 


CORRIGENDUM 

1. C.A.No,3112/95 

Dev* Ram & Anr. v. 16.10.95 

Isvr Clr’nd & /.nr. 


*** 
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LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 



LIST NO. 41 OF 

1995 


S.NO. 

CAUSE & TITLE 

SUBJECT 

DUE 

801. 

Crl.A.No.1578/95 

Bihar St^te Food & 

Service 

28.11.95 


Civil Supplies C&rpn. v. 
Narendra Kumar Mishrr & ^nr. 



802, 

C. A* No. H517/95 

M/s.Kcbari Pvt. Ltd, v. 
Shivnsth Shroff & Ors. 

Civil 

1.12.95 

803. 

W.P.(C) No.803/95 

Khoday Distilleries Ltd. & Anr. 

Civil 

5.12.95 


v. The Registrar General 

Supreme Court of INdia 



804. 

Crl.A.No.1595/95 

R^vji @ Ram Ch"ndra v. 

State of Rajasthan 

Criminal 

5.12.95 

80S. 

Crl.A.No.1600/95 

State of Orissa v. 

Bansidhar Singh 

Crimincl 

5.12.95 

806. 

C.A.No.8376/95 

State of Kerala v. 
M.K.Kunhikannan Nrmbiar 

M-njeri Menikoth, N'duvil 
(d<_rd) & Ors. 

Civil 

4.12.95 

807. " 

C.*.. No. 11532/95 

Pr k~sh Marotirao Shere v. 
Stetc of Maharashtra & Ors. 

Civil 

17.11.95 

808. 

Crl.A.No.1612/95 

Sur^sh H.Rajput -tc. etc. v. 
Bnartiben Previnbhci Soni & 

Ors. etc. 

Criminal 

28.11.95 

809. 

C.A.No.11583/95 

Municipal Committee,, Karnal 
v. Nirmala Devi 

Civil 

24.11.95 

810. 

C.A.No.11581/95 

State of Punjab & Ors. v. 

Om Prak*-sh & Ors. 

Civil 

30.11.95 

811. 

SLP(C) No.27178/95 

Setya Narayan Athya v. 

High Court of M.P. & Anr. 

Service 

24.11.95 

812. 

C.A.No.11566/95 

State of W<=>st Bengal v. 

Subal Chandra Das & Ors. 

Sr-rvice 

17.11.95 


2/- 
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813. C.A.Nos.11645-46/95 

Mother Superior , Infant Jesus 
Fr nsicen Clerist Convent, 
v. Ambi Kunjumon & Ors. etc. 

814. C.A.No.11560/95 
F.Bheskeren & Ors. v. 

Union of India Sc Ors. 

815. C.<-*.No.788/75 

Must^ q ~li Khcn (deed) by 
Lrs. v. Deputy Director of 
Consolidation & Ors. 

816. SLP(C) No.27264/95 
Gurbechen Singh v. 

Bheg Singh & Ors. 

817. C.A.No.558/85 
Neher Singh v. 

State of U.P. Sc Ors. 

818. C.A.No.1826/89 

Food Corpn. of Indie v. 
V.K.Sukumaren >rtc. etc. 

819. C.A.No.1211/86 
Smt.Krmplabai Jagcshw^r Joshi 
Sc Ors. v. State of 
Meh-rsshtra & Ors. 

820. C.*.No.1607/81 
Muthuswmi Neacr Sc Ors. v. 
Bemrkn shr>=*n N^d r Ors. 


Civil 

Service 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 

Civil 


30.H.95 

23.11.95 

30.11.95 

24.11.95 

28.H.95 

23.11.95 

30.11.95 

30.11.95 


**** 



SUPREME COURT OF INDIa 


LIST OF REPORTABLE MATTERS 



LIST NO. 42 OF 

1995 


CO 

s: 

o 

* 

Cause & title 

SUBJECT 

D TE 

821. 

C.A.No.2091/90 

Sn Sisir Kim-r Moh^nty 
v. State of Oriss' & nnr. 

Service 

28.11.95 

822. 

C.A.No. 3487/79 

Sabir Hussain & Anr. v. 

State of U.P. H Ors. 

Civil 

30.H.95 

823. 

C.A.No.9312/95 

Yogendra Nareyen Chowdhury 
& Ors. v. Union of India & ors 

Service 

30.11.95 

824. 

C.a.N os.11576/95 

State of M.P. & Ors, v. 

Shycma Pardhi etc. etc. 

Service 

16.11.95 

825. 

C.A.No.11555/95 

Sf'tc of Tamil N'-’du & ©nr. 
v. Mahclekshmi Ammal & Ors. 

Civil 

16.11.95 

826. 

C.A.No.4375/90 

Chief Constrv tor of Foresvs 
v. Jaganneth M^ruti Kondhere, 

Civil 

6.12.95 

B?' 7 

C.a.N o.2347/81 

Sector-6, Brh^urgcrh Plot 

Holders associ tion (R^gd.) Sc Ors. 
v. The Stat. of H~ryena St *>nr. 

Civil 

6.12.95 

828. 

C * No.11662/95 

State- of Guj r t through 

Chief Secr_t~ry & Ors. v. 

Srrti Devi 

Service 

27.11.95 

829. 

C. A. No.11643/95 

Union of India & Ors. v. 

J }ckumcr panda 

Service 

27.11.95 

630. 

W.F.(C) No,218/92 
hs.H^rvinder Chrudh^ry 

Sriv'stava v. Union of India 

Civil 

27.11.95 

831. 

C.A.No.H619/95 

G.N n gamma & c nr. v. 

Siromen^mma & Anr. 

Civil 

27.11.95 

832. 

C. «. No.2598/89 

Jn~ntister Bulders v. 

Civil 

17.11.95 


N-ruynn Kh ,i Tn’'lal Gof’me & Ors. 
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833. 

C.A.NO.11616/95 

Gulabrao Keshavr^o Patil & Ors. 
v. Stote of Gujarat St Ors. 

Civil 

1.12.95 

834. 

W.P.(C)No.683/90 

Dr.V.P.Malik & Ors. v. 

Union of India 

Service 

8.12.95 

835. 

C.A.No.11603/95 

S.P.Goel v. Collector 
of Stamps, Delhi 

Civil 

8.12.95 

836. 

C.A.No.11618/95 

Dr.Km.Sumen Ag^rwal v, 

Th^. Vice-Chr ncellor Sc Ors. 

Service 

29.11.95 

837. 

Crl.A.Nos.443-444/94 

Dr .Krishna Pal & c.nr. v. 

Sf tc- of U.P. 

Criminal 

30.11.95 

838. 

C.A.No.2836/89 

Dr.Rarrk.sh YcshW’nt Prrbhoo 
v. Sh.Prabhekcr Kashinath Kunte 

Election 

11.12.95 

839. 
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IN 

WRIT PETITION (C) NO.317 OF 1993 
(Under Article 32 of the Constitution Of India) 


T.M.A. PAI Foundation & Ors. etc. ...Petitioners 

v. 

State of Karnataka & Ors. etc. ...Respondents 


THE 1QTH PAY OF MAY, 1995 

present: 

Hon'ble Mr.Justice Kuldip Singh 
Hon'ble Mr.Justice S.C.^grawal 
Hon'ble Mr.Justice B.p.Jeevan Reddy 


Mr.A.S.Bhasme, Adv. for the State of Maharashtra 

Mr.Arun K.Shnrma, Mr.3.K.Prasad , Mrs.India Sahney, 
and Ms.Anil Katiyar, Advs. for the Respondents. 


JUDGMENT 

The following Judgment of the Court was delivered: 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

SUQ MQTU CONTEMPT PETITION IN I.A.NG.1E OF 199^ 
IN 

WRIT PETITION (C) NO,317 OF 1993 


T.M.A.PAI FOUNDATION k ORS.ETC. 

VERSUS 

STATE OF KARNATAKA ORS.ETC. 


....PETITIONERS 


....RESPONDENTS 


Judgment; 


B.P.JEEVAN REDDY.7. 

The present proceedings -for contempt oT this court 
were mtiated cuo motu when it was brought to our notice 
that the Government of Manarashtra has framed rules 
regarding admission to medical, dental and engineering 
courses reserving fifteen percent seats for NRIs/Foreign 
students «~ontrary to the orders of this Court dated 
April 5, 1994 and May 13, 1994. In response to the 
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notice, an affidavit swom-to by Sri Arvind Choudhari, 
Under Secretary, Medical CdHration and Drugs Department, 
Government of Maharashtra was filed siting that the 
said rules were franed after obtaining uh? opinion of 
the Law and Judiciary Department to the effect that the 
number of seats permitted to be filled by NRIs. for the 
academic year 1994-95 under the orders of this Court is 
fifteen percent. On the basis of the said opinion, it 
was stated, the earlier orders fixing the said quota at 
ten percent were revised to fifteen percent. After 
perusing the said affidavit, this Court expressed a 
tentative view that there has been "an obvious attempt 
at over-reaching the orders of this Court" and 
accordingly, issued notice to the Secretary/Officer 
concerned in the Law and Judiciary Department who has 
tendered the said opinion to show cause why contempt 
proceedings be not initiated against him. The Principal 
Law Secretary to the Government of Maharashtra was 
directed to identify the officer/Secretary with 
reference to records - vide orders dated 24th October, 
1994. 

Pursuant to the orders dated October 24, 1994, Sri 
Prabhakar Shivaji Mane, Secretary to the Government, Law 
and Judiciary Department filed an affidavit stating the 
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-following facts: he was appointed as a Civil Jadqe , « 
the year 1978 and promoted a Dins i _ * ■» " ■». 
For two yea r s, he waited as A_ 1 *=■ - c . T _v 
High Court. In Hay, 1 -9 r 2. he w-"-* zap H > i ms 
Government of Maharashtra and appointed as Secret*~y m 
the Law and Judiciary Department. By the time cf the 
said posting, he had "very little experience of dealing 
opinion work". On June 7, 1994, he received a Memo from 
the Under Secretary, M.W. & D-D. raising doubts as to 
the quota of NRI for the academic year 1994-95. he 
examined the matter with reference to the orders passed 
by this Court ard came to -he conclusion that the 
permitted quota for bR T fifteen percent for the 
acfriemc /par 1994-95. Sri "‘are stated, “I admit that 
there was so-pe confusion in my nnd as a result of 
reading the order of 13th May, 1994 with the previous 
orders of this Hon'ble Court dated 5th April, 19 Q 4. I 
respectfully submit that this was a bonafide error on my 
part....I now realise that I should have been more 
careful m this matter but there was no intention on my 
part to over reach and flout the o»ders of this Hon'ble 
Court or to give any wrong advice to the Department". 
Sri Mane enclosed to his affidavit the Memo received by 
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him from the Medical Education Department- The Memo 
states that reading the orders of this court dated 5th 
April, 1994 with the order dated 13th May, t994 *41 

gives an impression that the NR1 quota has been 
continued to be fifteen per cent". The Law ard 
Judiciary Department was asked to give its opinion on 
the issue. The memo is dated June 7, 1994. It is 
signed by Sri Arvind Choudbari, Under Secretary and 
Capt.Shaikh, Deputy Secretary. On the very next day, 
i.e., June 8, 1994, Sri Mane expressed his opinion in 
the following words: "In view of above interpretation, 
it is clear that the view of ME & DD that the NRI quota 
is 15% in respect of institutions other than minority 
institutions and in cases of minority institutions it is 
raised to 10% is correct". The reasoning in support of 
tHe said opinion is not only involved and confusing but 
is now admitted to be erroneous. We, therefore, think 
it unnecessary to refer to or set out the said 
reasoning. 

After perusing the affidavit of Sri Mane, this 
court issued notices to Sri Arvind Choudhari, Capt. 
Shaikh and Sri 3.G.More (Principal Secretary to Law and 
Judiciary Department) to show cause why contempt 
proceedings be not initiated against them. Capt.Shaikh 
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stated in his affidavit that on June 2, 1^94 tM' 
Government had issued orders fixing the NRI quota at ten 
percent as per the orders of this Court dated April ?- 
1994 and May 13, 1994. Later, however, the Mar.arae.-'tr e 
Association of Professional Educational Institutions, 
said to be a representative body of private colleges for 
medical and engineering courses, submitted a 
representation on June 6, 1994 (addressed to the Chief 
Minister of Maharashtra) contending that the NRI quota, 
according to the orders of this court, is fifteen 
percent. On receipt of the said representation, 
officers of the Medical Education Department also 
entertained a doubt regarding the interpretation given 
to the orders of this Court and hence addressed the Memo 
dated June 7, 1994 (Signed by Sri Arvind Choudhari and 
himself) to the Law Department. On receipt of the 
opinion of the Law Department, revised orders were 
issued on June 9, 1994 raising the NRI quota to fifteen 
percent. 

Sri Bhimrao Ganpatreo More, Principal Secretary and 
Remembrancer of Legal Affairs to the Government of 
Maharashtra, Law and Judiciary Department has also filed 
a separate affidavit stating that since the creation of 
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the past of Secretary and Senior Legal Advisor to 
Government, the opinion work is being looked after 
mainly by the said officer and that at the relevant time 
Sri Mane was holding the said post. He stated that 
after recording his opinion Sri Mane referred the file 
to him for confirmation of his opinion and that ne 
perused the file including the said opinion and agreed 
with the same. Accordingly, he endorsed "I agree" on 
the said opinion. He submitted that he now realises 
that his understanding of this court's orders was wrong 
but, he says, the error was bonafide. Sri Arvind 
Choudhari has filed an additional affidavit practically 
on the same lines as his previous affidavit. 

With a view to acquaint ourselves with all the 
relevant facts, we called upon the learned counsel for 
the State of Maharashtra to produce the files relevant 
to the Order dated June 9, 1994. The files were 
accordingly produced, on perusing which a notice was 
issued to Mrs.Joyce Sankaran, Secretary in the Medical 
Education Department, Government of Maharashtra to show 
cause why she should not be punished for contempt of 
this Court for violating the Order dated May 13, 1994. 
Pursuant thereto, Smt.Joyce Sankaran has filed an 
affidavit, which we have perused. We also heard Sri 
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Andhyarujina afresh on her behalf. In her affidavit, 
she has stated inter alia, “it was with my knowledge a o 
consent that this action of seeking the opinion of Law 
and Judiciary Department in this matter was taken". She 
has also stated - and the file shows - that the 
corrigendum was issued on 9th June with her knowledge 
and consent. 

The order dated April 5, 1994 made by a Seven-Judge 
Bench of this Court was confined to Minority Educational 
Institutions. The order states so at more than one 
place. Under this order, it was directed that "in so 
far as non-resident Indians and foreign students are 
concerned, the permissible limit would be only 5 percent 
of the total intake for a given year as per the 
direction contained in paragraph 6 of the order dated 
May 14, 1993 as modified by order dated August 18, 
1993. 

The order dated May 13, 1994 deals with two 
aspects, vis., (a) fee structure m medical and dental 
colleges and <b) the NRI quota in these colleges. So 
far as NRI quota is concerned, the relevant paragraph 
reads as follows: 

"So far as the NRI quota is concerned, we 

fixed the same as 15 per cent last year. 
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We fixed the NRI quota in respect of 
minorities institutions as 5 per cent. 

Although the NRI quota should not, 
normally, be more than 5 per cent, but 
keeping in view the reduction in the fee 
structure, we fix the same as 10 per cent 
(of the total seats) for this year. We 
further make it clear that in case any 
seat in the NRI quota remains unfilled, 
the same can be filled by the management 
at its discretion-" 

One fails to understand how the said direction li¬ 
the order dated May 13, 1994 could be misunderstood by 
anyone. There was no question of any doubt arising as 
to its meaning nor did it call for any interpretation. 
The order clearly states these factss for the previous 
year, the NRI quota was fixed at fifteen percent; for 
the * minority institutions, it was five percent; though 
NRI quota should not normally exceed more than five 
percent but since this court has reduced the fee 
structure, the said quota is fixed “as 10 per cent (of 
the total seats) for the year". Even if, this order is 
read with the direction (extracted hereinabove) in the 
order dated April 5, 1994, it is difficult to see how it 
leads to the conclusion that the said quota is fifteen 
percent. Firstly, as stated above, the order dated 
April 5, 1994 was confined to Minority Educational 
Institutions and it permitted only five percent which 
fact was referred to specifically in the order dated May 
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13, 1994. Having further noted the fact that the N.R.I 
quota fixed for the previous year was fifteen 
(and for M.E.Is. only five percent) the order dated Ma 
13, 1994 stated that though N.R.I. quota stculd . -*• 

normally be more than five percent, yet m view A z 

reduced fee structure provided in the order, the N.R... 
quota is being fixed at ten percent. It is thus eviCe^v 
that a doubt was sought to be created where there was no 
room for any doubt. It is equally clear that the doubt 
was inspired by the Association of Private Medical and 
Dental Colleges. The sequence of events speaks for 
itself . On June 2, 1994, the government had issued 
orders, correctly fixing the N.R.I. quota at ten percent 
on the basis of the order of this Court dated May 13, 
1994; on June 6, 1994, however, the Association of 
Private Medical Colleges makes a representation that 
according to the orders of this Court, it should be 
•fifteen percent; immediately, the Medical Education 
Department changes its opinion; now it says "(H)owever, 
after reading the Supreme Court judgment dated April 5, 
1994 with judgment dated May 13, 1994, it gives an 
impression that the N.R.I. quota has been continued to 
be fifteen percent. But m case of Minority educational 
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Institutions, it is raised to ten percent; on the -.e*-/ 
next day, i.e., June 7, 1994, the Medical Educa^ri^ t 
D epartment sends a Memo to the Law Department seeking 
its opinion on the issue; on the immediately follo«i>r 
day, i.e., June 8, 1994 both Sri Mane and Sri V *-■i 
express their opinion and on the following day, i.e.. 
June 9, 1994 a corrigendum is issued by the Go\ar ~e : 
of Maharashtra to the earlier orders dated June S, 1994 
raising the quota from ten percent to fifteen percent. 
The extra-ordinary speed with which the representation 
of the Association of Private Medical Colleges was 
processed should stand as a shining example of the speed 
which the government works. How one wishes, 
representations of ordinary mortals are also dealt with 
with equal despatch. Be that as it may, by the time the 
matter was brought to the notice of this Court, 
admissions were made and completed in accordance with 
the said revised quota and we were confronted with a 
fait accompli. The students so admitted m excess of 
ten percent also came before us (pursuant to the notices 
issued by us) pleading that they are innocent parties m 
the entire transaction and that they have bonafide 
obtained admission after paying substantial amounts by 
way of consideration for obtaining admission. It is 
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common knowledge that each seat under this quota is sale 
for huge sums, not all accounted for and not all in 
Indian currency. 

On a consideration of all the relevant fac+s a .d 
circumstances, we find no room for a Donafioe erra r 
the part of the officers concerned, viz., Sri firv - 
Choudhari, Under Secretary, Capt.Shaikh, Dep - 

Secretary, Medical Education Department, Smt.Joyce 

Sanfcaran, Secretary to the Medical Education Department 
and Sri Mane and Sri More, Secretary and Principal 
Secretary respectively of Law Department. The 
Government, which means the Medical Education Department 
m this case, had issued orders on 3une W4L 

correctly stating that the quota for N.R.Is. m the 
medical and dental colleges is ten percent. But when 
the Assocation of Private Medical Colleges made a 
representation on June 6, 1994, things started moving. 

The very officers who had issued orders only four days 
ago (June E, 1994) fixing N.R.I. quota at ten percent on 
the basis of the orders of this Court dated May 13, 
1994, now read that very order - in particular, the 
paragraph quoted hereinabove - as providing for fifteen 
percent. They write to Law Department for their opinion 
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as to the correctness of their revised reading of this 
Court's orders and it is promptly affirmed by the Law 
Department. In the course of three days. the earlie' 
decision was revised on an ex-facie faulty - and we are 
inclined to say, deliberately distorted — mterpretatio'- 
of the orders of this Court and a corrigendum issued as 
desired by the Association of Private Medica* Colleges. 
We are particularly pained by the role played by Sri 
Mane and Sri More m this matter. They are judicial 
officers of long standing. They have decades of 
. nfT judicial experience behind them. It is difficult to 

believe that they could make any mistake m 

understanding the orders of this court which are worded 
in simple and unambiguous language. The least they 
could have done was to advise the government to move 
this Court for a clarification. It is clear that these 

two officers of the law Department lent themselves as 

willing tools for achieving the illegitimate design of 
the Association of Private Colleges actively abetted by 
the Medical Education Department. If the said two 
judicial officers of such long standing cannot properly 
understand the short and clear order made by this Court 
jOP Mf^ 13, 1994, it is difficult to believe how they had 
been understanding the judgments of this Court and of 
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the High Courts while performing their judicial duties 
all these years. We are, therefore, inclined to reject 
their explanations as also the explanations offered t, 
Sri Arvirid Choudhari, Capt. Shaikh and Smt.Toyue 
Shankaran. So far as Smt.Joyce Sankaran is concerned, 
we were told by Sri Andhyarujina that a copy of ti e 
representation of the Association was filed befure - 3 - 
and that she had sent it down to Sri Arvind Choudhary. 
She has herself admitted that whatever Sri Choudhary and 
Capt.Sheikh did was done with her knowledge and consent. 
Interestingly, Smt.Joyce Sankaran has also offered an 
explanation for the unusual speed with wmch the 
representation of the Association was processed. She 
has stated: "<A)s the printing of admission forms was m 
progress and the admission had to be stated, the matter 
was considered urgent and on 8th June, 1994, Sri 

P.S.Mane..was requested to give his opinion on this 

issue early." This reason for urgency is not mentioned 
m the letter dated 7/8th June, 1994 nor has it been 
mentioned earlier by any other officer. The letter 
addressed to Law Department merely stated at the end: 
"Law and Judiciary Department is requested to give its 
opinion on this issue at the earlies t 1 - an expression 
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that did not convey the extra-ordinary urgency which was 
indeed exhibited in processing it- Be that as it may, 
we are of the opinion that Smt.Joyce Sankaran, being the 
Head of the Department and a senior and experienced 
officer, ought to have scotched the exercise at the very 
inception. Instead of doing that she, on her own 
statement, was party to the revised - and in our 
opinion, distorted - reading and understanding of this 
Court's order and also responsible for issuing the 
corrigendum. It cannot be forgotten that it was herself 
and the Deputy and Under Secretaries of her Department 
that entertained the "impression" that the N.R.I. quota 
has been continued at fifteen percent (as against their 
earlier presumption that it was ten percent) and asked 
for the opinion of the Law Department. 

All the five officers, viz-, Sri Arvind Choudhary, 
Capt.Shaikh, Smt.Joyce Sankaran, Sri P.S.Mane and Sri 
B.G.More, have no doubt tendered unqualified apology to 
this Court but in the facts and circumstances stated 
above, it would be a travesty of justice to accept the 
same. They are senior and experienced officers and must 
be presumed to know that under the constitutional scheme 
obtaining in this country, orders of this Court have to 
be obeyed implicitly and that orders of the Apex Court - 
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for that mattdr, any Court - should not be trifled with. 
We have found hereinabove that they have acted 
deliberately to subvert the orders of this Court, 
evidently at the instance of the Association of Private 
Medical Colleges. It is equally necessary to erase an 
impression which appears to be gaining ground that the 
'mantra' of unconditional apology is a complete answer 
to violations and infractions of the orders of this 
Court. 

Accordingly, we reject the 'unconditional apology* 
tendered by the five officers, hold them guilty of 
contempt of court and do hereby censure their conduct. 
A copy of this Order shall form part of the Annual 
Confidential Reports/record of service of each of the 
said officers. 

The contempt matter is disposed of accordingly. 


< KULDIP SINGH ) 


J. 


( S.C.AGRAWAL ) 


J. 


......J. 

( B.P.JEEVAN REDDY ) 

NEW DELHI, 

MAY 10, 1995. 







REP0RTABLE-43Q/95 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APFELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL AP r 7 L NO.7091 OF ^995 FTC 
(From the Ju&gTientVnu Order dated 3.5,"94 oi one Gujarat 
High Court in L.P.A.IT^. 129/93 op.C. .*»t. > b 1°92) 


District Primary Education Officer , 

Mehsana etc. etc. ...Appellants 


Vidotejak *i 1 Ox ~ 


code t° 


THE £T ^ D^y JF t S m 2JLl I 


P resent; 


Hon'ble Mr.Justice K.Ramaswamy 
Hon* ole Mr. Justice S.L.Hansen a 


rr.Nsrayan Shetty, Sr. wv, r B c ’.C. ^tei , Adv. with 

him for the Appellant m C. c.7091/95 

Mr .S.K.DholaXia, Sr. Adv. Mrs.H.VJahi, Adv. with mm 
for the State of Gujarat. 

Mr .R.P.Bnatt, Sr. Adv. and Mr. M.N. Shroff / Adv. with 
him for the Respondents. 


ORDER 


The following Order of the Court was celiveied; 





IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 


CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL APPEAL NO.. 7 . 0 . 9 . 1 . ...OF 1995 

(Arising out SLP [C] NoJ.838lof 1995] 

District Primary Education Officer, 

Mehsana etc. etc. ... Appellants 

Vs. 

Vidotejak Mandal & Ors. etc. ... Respondents 

AND 

£1 vI i. - M .PE. ft k. A S s. - 7092 . mi 

[Arising out of SLP (C) Nos.9626, 14744/95) 


ORDER 


Delay condoned. Leave granted. 

These appeals by special leave arise from the 
Judgment of the Division Bench of the Gujarat High 
Court dated March 3, 1994 made in L.P.A. No.129/93 and 
batch. Respondent No.l is a Trust which is a 
recognised Institution running primary education 
schools. It claimed for grant-in-aid for one clerk 
and one peon, i.e., non-teaching staff. The appellants 
rejected the claim, When they approached under 
Art.226, the High Court interpreted sub-rule (3) of 
Rule 115 of the Bombay Primary Education Act, 1949 




holding that while a institution running more than one 
school is given grant-in-aid to non-teaching staff the 


refusal thereof to a single school is violative of 
Art.14. Direction, therefore, was given to accord 
grant-in-aid to the non-teaching staff of the 
respondent’s school. 


The question, therefore, is whether the 

Institutions running single school are entitled to 

grant-in-aid for the non-teaching staff like clerk & 

peon. Rule 115 Cl) and (3) reads thus: 

Sub-rule (1). "Normally the grant paid to an 
approved private school in any year is the 
grant paid for that year and shall be 
calculated on the number of pupils in average 
attendance in the school during the preceding 
year, 


Provided that: - 

(i) grant to an approved private school during 
the first year of its existence shall be based 
on the number of pupils in average attendance 
in the school during the first half of the 
school year. Such grant shall not, however, 
exceed three fourths of the estimated 
expenditure of the school of the pay of its 
teacher, during the year; and 


(ii) no grant to an approved school shall be 
paid in any year unless the average 
attendance of pupils is 25 and above during 
the year. 


Explanation - In the case of two or more 
approved schools conducted by an Association 
or Society, the average daily attendance shall 
be calculated by adding together the actual 
number of daily attendance of pupils of all 
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the schools conducted by the Association or 
Society and dividing the total by the number 
of schools so conducted.” 


Sub-rule (3). "Subject to the instructions 
that may be issued by the Director from time 
to time educational bodies or associations 
conducting a number of approved schools shall 
be entitled to grant on overhead expenditure 
at three fourths of their approved expenditure 
under that head.” 


When a doubt has arisen whether the rule will be 
applied to the teaching staff as well, we directed the 
Government to clarify its stand. An additional 
affidavit has been filed on July 11, 1995 in which Dr. 
I.M. Patel, the Director of Primary Education stated in 
paragraph 2 thus: 


"That the controversy involved in this case is 
limited to the payment of grant payable to 
non-teaching staff only. As far as grant 
towards salary expenses of teaching staff is 
concerned, it is being Daid to all trie teacher 
of private schools irrespective of the fact 
whether an institution or trust runs one 
school or more than one school . The percentage 
of grant payable towards Salary expenses to 
teaching staff varies from 85% to 95%. The 
copy of the resolution of Education Department 
of Govt, of Gujarat dated 11th October, 19* , 7 
is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure 
"B" . It is further submitted that even in 
Govt. Primary School there is no such practice 
of appointing non-teaching staff like a clerk 
or a peon. On the other hand if there are 
more than 200 students then one extra teacher 
is permitted to be appointed. Moreover in 
such schools clerical work is very less. The 
salaries of teachers are directly paid by 
Govt, through cheque. Moreover additional 



teachers as aforesaid over the strength of 200 
students undertake the responsibi1ity of 
administrative, clerical and other misc. kind 
of work if necessary. Even where the 
institution runs more than once school, the 
grant^ towards the salary expenses of non¬ 
teaching staff is not being paid. There is 
not a single primary school in the state of 
Gujarat where grant for such expenses incurred 
under the overhead of Non-teaching staff is 
paid. w 


It would thus be clear that they being not only as a 
matter of rule and also practice, no money is being 
paid by way of grant-in-aid or otherwise to any school 
either maintained by the Municipality or any statutory 
body. The administrative work is being got done by the 
appropriate persons including teachers even in 
Government Primiry Schools as averred in the additional 
affidavit. We are of the opinion that the High Court 
was, therefore, not right in holding that there is a 
discrimination in denying the payment of grant-in-aid 
to the respondents for the non-teaching staff. 

The appeals are accordingly allowed. No costs. 


(K.RAMASWAMY) 


J. 


.. 3 . 

(B.L.HANSARIA) 

NEW DELHI; 

AUGUST 4. 1295 . 
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a EPOR TABLE—436/95 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OP INDIA 
CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
INTERLOCUTORY APPLICATION NOS «25«»27 
IN 

WRIT PETITION (cX~NO. 317 OP 1993 ET C, EgC,. 
(Und^r Article 32 of the Constitution of India) 


T.M.A.Pai Foundation & Oxs. etc. 


...Petitioners 


v. 

State of Karnataka & Ors. etc. 


...Respondents 


THE 11TH DAY OF AUGUST,1993 


Present; 

Hon’ble Mr.Justice Kuldip Singh 
Hon'ble Mr,Justice S.C.Agrawal 
Hon’ble Mr.Justice B.P.Jeevan Reddy 


Mr.D.P.Guota, Solicitor General, Mr.K.T.S.Tulsi, Additional 
Solicitor"General, Mr.N.Santosh Hegde, Kr.E.S.Nariman, 

Mr.H.N,Salve, Dr.Rajeev Dhawan, Mr.Kapil Sibal and 
K.K.Venugopel, Sr. Advs., Mr.B.K.Prasad, Mr .Arun K.Sharma, 
Mr.P.Parmeshwaran, Mr.S.Ravindra Bhat, Mr.Navm R.Natii, 
Ms.Kiran Jethanand, Mr.P. D’Souza, Mr.S.M.Jadhav, 

Mr.K.S.Chauhan, Mr.R.B.Misra, Mr.Nairn Tripathi, 

Mr.Janaradhsn,M., Mr.fodmanafcha Mahale, Mr.M.Veerapp , 

Mr.M.D.Adkar, Mr.Ejaz Magbool, Mr.S.Udaya Kumar Sagar, 

Mr.B.E.Avhad, Dr.Roxna Swami, Mr.Subhash Sharma, 

Mr,Bharat Sangal, Ms.A.Subhashini, Mr.L.R.Singh, 

Ms.Lalita Kaushik, Mr.Kailash Vasudev, Mr.A.K.panda 
Mr.Indeevar Goodwill, Mr.R.P.Wadhwani, Mr.T.C.Sharma, 

Mr.P.R.Ramasesh, Mr.Ashok Grover, Mr.K.R.Nagaraja, 

Mr.B.Parthasarthy, Mr.Ranjit Kumar, Mrs.Aruna Mathur, 

Mr.Raj Kumar Mehta, Ms.Kiran Sun , Ms.Bina Gupta, 

Mr.Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Mr.B.B.Singh, Mrs.Rani Chabra, 

Mr A V.Rangam, Mr ,/*.S,Bhasme, Mr.M.J.Paul, Mrs.Rachno, 

Mr:Arun K?Sinha, Ar.K.R.Cho.dhary, Mr.K.Ramkumar Mr.Ejaz 
Maqbool, Mr.A.K.Khcnwilkar, and Mrs. V.D.Khanna, Advs. 
with them for the appearing parties. 


ORDER 

The following Order of the Court was delivered? 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION . 


APPLIC A TION NQ S.2S~g7 
IN 


WRIT PETITION iC± 317 OF 199^ 

WITH jX-A-NOS.E- 3 IN W.P.(C) NO.350/93, I.A.NOS.E-3 IN 
W.P.(Cf) 355/93,1. A.NO.2 IN W.P.fC' NO.399/93, I .A.NO.3 IN 
W.P.(C) 628/93,I.A.NO.2 IN N.P.(C) NO.627/93,I.A.NOS.28- 
30 IN W.P.(C) NO.317/^3,I.A.NO.4 IN W.P.NO.417/93, 
I -A.NQS.2~3 IN W.P.(C) 738/93 &= W.P.CC>_ /94 (CC.1741) 


T.M.A. PAI FOUNDATION & ORS.ETC. 


...-PETITIONERS 


VERSUS 


STATE OF KARNATAKA £= ORS.ETC. 


RESPONDENTS 


order 

Though the orders we are now making are interim in 
nature, it is appropriate to set out briefly the 
circumstances leadinn to the present stage for a proper 
appreciation of the several directions we are making 
herein. 

In Unnikrishnan,J.P. v. State of Andhra Pradesh 
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(1993 (1) S.C.C. 645), a Constitution Bench of this Court 
framed a scheme governing admissions to professional 
colleges. This was done with a view to eliminate the 
evil of capitation fee and the absolute discretion which 
the managements of these colleges were exercising in the 
matter of admission of students. The main objective was 
to ensure that merit prevails in the matter of 
admissions, both in respect of what were called "free 
seats” as well as in respect of "payment seats". This 
judgment wcs render * n February 4, 1993. The scheme 
wcs to be effective fr m the Academic Year 1993-94 
onwards. 

Review Petitions were filed by several institutions 
against tne said judg ent. They were dismissed by the 
Constitution Bench on May 14, 1993 subject to one 
clarification, viz., tnat it shall be open to the 
professional colleges to admit non-resident Indian 
students to the extent of five percent of the total 
intake in a given year. These five percent sects were 
to be out of fifty percent payment seats. 

The Government of Karnataka sought to apply the 
said scheme to Minority Educaticnal Institutions 
(M.b.ls.) as well, though the judgment did not purport 
Complainino against the extension of the 


to say so. 
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scheme to them, certain M.E.Is. approached this Court by 
way of writ petitions. Writ Petition <C> No.330 of 1993 
was filed by Islamic Academy of Education, Mangalore 
(claiming to be a religious M.E.I.) and Writ Petition 
(C) No.355 of 1993 was filed by S.Venkatesha Education 
Society (claiming to be a linguistic minority). While 
the Islamic Academy of Education was running a dental 
college in Karnataka, S.Venkatesha Education Society was 
running an engineering college m that State. These 
writ petitions came up before a Bench comprising the 
Hon'ble Chief Justice and one of us (B.P.Jeevan 
Reddy,J.) on May 14, 1993. The Bench made the following 
interim order: 

"E. There will be an interim order m the 
fallowing terms:- 

<i> Fifty per cent of the total intale m 
the petitioner's educational institutions 
shall be permitted to be filled up by 
candidates selarted by the agencies of 
the State Government on the basis of a 
competitive examinatxon/test. The 

candidates so selected and admitted shall 
pay scales of fee as applicable to this 
class of students as determined by the 
State Government from time to time. 

<ii) The remaining fifty per cent of the 
intake may be regulated by the 
petitioners to admit candidates belonging 
to the particular religious or linguistic 
minority. However, the selection shall 
be made strictly on the basis of merit 
among the candidates seeking admission to 
the institutions. Such merit shall be 
determined on the bas^s of the academic 
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performance of the qualifying 

examinations or on the basis of any 
objective test that the institution might 
itself apply to determine such relative 
and competing merits; or on the basis of 
performance of the results of the 
selection tests that the State Government 
may itself hold for selecting candidates 
for admission to technical colleges in 
the State. It is optional far the 
petitioners to adopt any one of these 
three modes and apply it uniformly. 

Candidates so selected on the basis of 
merit amongst the minorities shall, 
however, abide by such condition in the 
matter of payment of tuition and other 
fee as may be permitted by the State 
Government. 

3. It is made clear that this order is 
made on the assumption that the 
petitioners are minority institutions. 

It is open to the respondents to question 
this status claimed by the petitioners." 

Several other Educational Institutions claiming to 

be M.E.Is. filed writ petitions questioning the 

application of the said scheme to them. All these writ 

petitions including Writ Petition (C) Nos.350 and 355 of 

1993 were heard by a Constitution Bench- On August 18, 

1993, it passed interim orders applicable to Academic 

Year 1993—94, which orders were based upon the order 

dated May 14, 1993 (made in Writ Petition (C) Nos.350 

and 355 of 1993) coupled with certain modifications and 

clarifications. After hearing the parties, the 

Constitution Bench framed three questions and referred 

the same to a larger Bench by its order dated Ortnher 7, 
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1993- The order of reference is reported in 1993 (4) 

S.C.C.286. The three questions referred ares 

“(1) What is the meaning and content of 
the expression 'minorities' in Article 30 
of the Constitution of India? 

(S) What is the meaning of the 
expression 'Minority Educational 
Institution' and what is the indicia to 
determine whether an educational 
institution is a Minority Educational 
Institution? 

(3) Whether the decision of this Court in 
St-Stephe ns is right in saying that 
Article 30 clothes a Minority Educational 
Institution with the power to admit 
students by adapting its own method of 
selection and that the State or the 
affiliating University has no power to 
regulate admission of students to such 
Minority Educational Institution even 
while permitting the Minority Educational 
Institution to admit students belonging 
to the relevant minority to the extent of 
50V. of its intake capacity? 

The Seven-Judge Bench met and after hearing the 
counsel for the parties, it re-framed the questions 
arising before it into seven questions on March 18, 
1994. The seven questions framed by the larger Bench 


'*(1) (a) Where a religious or linguistic 
minority in State *A‘ established an 
educational institution in the said 
State, can the member of that religious/ 
linguistic group in State 'B* claim 
rights flowing from Article 30<1) of the 
Constitution of India in respect of the 
obovesaid educational institution 
established in State *A‘? 
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<b) Whether it would be correct to say 
that only the members of that minority 
residing in State 'A* will be treated as 
the members of the mmoritv vis-a-vis 
such institution'* 

(£) What are the indicia for treating an 
educational institution as a minority 
educational institution 7 Would an 
institution be regarded as a minority 
educational institution only because it 
was established by a person(s) belonging 
to a religious or linguistic minority or 
it is being administered by a person(s) 
belonging to a religious or linguistic 
minority 7 

<3> Whether the minority's 'right to 
establish and administer educational 
institutions of their choice' will 
include the procedure and method of 
admission and selection of a student 7 

(4) Whether the admission of students to 
iranoi lty educational institution, whether 
aided or unaided, can be i egulated by the 
State Govt, or by the Jniversity to which 
the Institution is affiliated 0 

i5> Whether the decision of this Court in 
St.Stephens is right in saying that 
Article 30 clothes a minority educational 
institution with the power to admit 
students by adopting its own method of 
selection and that the State or the 
affiliated University has the power to 
regulate admission of students to such 
minority educational institution even 
while permitting the minority educational 
institution to admit students belonging 
to the relevant minority to the extent of 
5of intake capacity. We make it clear 
that the percentage decided m St. 
Stephens case will equally be open for 
re-considereation. 

(6) What is meant by the expression 
'religion* m Article 30<1) 7 Can the 
followers of a sect or denomination of a 
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particular religion claim protection 
under Article 30(1) on the basis that 
they constitute a minority in the State 
even though the followers of that 
religion are in majority in that State? 

(7) What is meant by the expression 
'language' in Article 30(1)? Does it 
include a language which is not included 
in the Eight Schedule to the 
Constitution?" 

The Bench could not, however, complete the hearing- The 
matters remained part heard. 

In view of the approaching Academic Year 1994-95, 
the larger Bench directed on April 5, 1994 that the 
interim order made by this Court for the year 1993-94 
shall continue to govern admissions for the Academic 
Year 1994-95 as well, both M.E.Is. and others. The 
directions included the fees to be charged from the 
'free' students and 'payment' students. So far as 
N.R.l. quota is concerned, while it was fixed at fifteen 
percent for the Academic Year 1993-94, it was fixed at 
ten percent for the Academic Year 1994-95- 

In view of the fact that the Academic Year 1995—96 
was commencing, certain institutions approached this 
Court again for appropriate directions. This Court 
directed that the orders made earlier with respect to 
Minority Educational Institutions shall continue to 
govern the admissions far the Academic Year 1995-96 as 
well. While so, the Karnataka Government brought about 
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a change in law which has made several institutions to 
approach this Court again for appropriate directions. 
As is well-known, the bulk of these private professional 
colleges are situated in the State of Karnataka and to a 
lesser extent in Maharashtra. Private professional 
colleges are there in Tamil Nadu, Andhra Pradesh and 
other states as well but the problem now before us 
mainly concerns the States of Karnataka and Maharashtra. 
We shall first state the change in law brought about by 
the Karnataka Government m the matter of admissions to 
private colleges. 

In the year 1984, the Karnataka Legislature had 
enacted the Karnataka Educational Institutions 
(Prohibition of Capital Fee) Act, 1984. Rules were made 
under this Act called "Karnataka Selection of Candidates 
for Admission to Engineering, Medical, Dental, Pharmacy 
and Nursing Courses Rules, 1993'* on* March 10, 1993. The 
rules contained inter alia the definition of "Karnataka 
students'*. The rules provided certain preference in 
favour of Karnataka students in the matter of admission 
to these professional colleges. By amendments effected 
on May SO, 1995, however, two major changes were brought 
about, viz., (a) definition of "Karnataka student" was 


amended to read as follows: 
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(1) “Karnataka Student" means a student 
who has studied in one or more Government 
or Government recognised educational 
institutions located within the State of 
Karnataka for a minimum period of ten 
academic years (commencing from first 
standard to twelth standard, both 
standards inclusive or qualifying 
examination, either continuously or in 
broken periods) as on first July of the 
year in which Entrance Test is held and 
has studies, appeared and passed the 
Secondary Leaving Certificate Examination 
or Tenth Standard Examination and the 
Second Pre-University Examination or the 
lEth Standard Examination in a Government 
or Government recognised educational 
institution located within the State of 
Karnataka.“ 

and (b) Rule 5 was amended providing that all free seats 
shall be filled only by Karnataka students and that all 
payment seats, except as otherwise provided m the said 
Rules, shall be filled by Karnataka students only. The 
result of these amendments is that no non-Karnataka 
student can be admitted to these institutions - except 
perhaps the non-resident Indians and that too under and 
by virtue of the orders of this Court. 

The educational institutions both belonging to 
minorities and others are co®P la ining that all these 
y&ara they were admitting students from all over the 
country, N.R.Is. and even foreign students and that the 
present restriction causes grave prejudice to them 
inasmuch as they will not be able to fill up all the 
payments seats. They submit that after the scheme in 
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USGiiinksfr.nfrn was implemented, the Karnataka Government 
was allotting only Karnataka students against free seats 
while the payment seats were divided between Karnataka 
students and non-Karnataka students in a certain 
proportion, besides, of course, the N.R.I. quota. The 
Minority Educational Institutions complain that they are 
entitled to admit students belonging to their minority 
community (whether religious or linguistic) from all 
over the country and that they cannot be confined to 
Karnataka alone. They point out that one of the 
questions before the seven-Judge Bench is whether a 

M. E.I. is entitled to draw students belonging to that 
minority from outside the State or whether it is 
restricted to that particular State alone. By amending 
the said Rules in the above manner, they complain, the 
Karnataka Government has pre-empted the answer to the 
question. 

There is no change in law so far as State of 
Maharashtra is concerned. The Maharashtra Government 
has, of course, filed an application seeking specific 
directions from this Court with respect to the extent of 

N. R.I. quota for the Academic Year 1995-96 and with 
respect to the manner in which the M.E.ls. should be 
allowed to make admissions. 
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Pausing here we must mention a change in law 
brought about by the Regulations framed by the Dental 
Council under the Dentists Act, 1948. This change, of 
course, is relevant insofar as dental colleges alone are 
concerned. But having regard to the fact that there are 
a large number of dental colleges in Karnataka - and may 
be some in other States - this question has become 
relevant. In the year 1948, Dentists Act was enacted. 
By Amendment Act 30 of 1993, Section 10-A was inserted 
providing that no new college or new course of study 
shall be opened except with the prior permission of the 
Central Government. Every person applying for such 
permission is obliged to prepare and submit a scheme in 
accordance with the provisions of Section 10—A- Section 
SO of the Act permits Regulations to be made by the 
Dental Council with the approval of the Central 
Government, regulating inter alia the standards of 
examinations held in the cental colleges and also in 
particular to "(fa) prescribe the form of the scheme, 
the particulars to be given in such scheme, the manner 
in which the scheme is to be preferred and the fee 
payable with the scheme under clause (b) of sub-section 
(2) of section 10A." Accordingly, the Dental Council 
has framed Regulations on January 5, 1995. These 
Regulations are broadly modelled upon and incorporate 
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the scheme contained in Unmkr ishnan . The expression 

“competent authority" is defined in clause <b) of 

fiegulation 3 in tne following words; 

"'Competent Authority* means a Government 
or University or any other authority as 
may be designated by the Government or 
the University or by law to allot 
students for admissions to various dental 
colleges in a State or Union Territory." 

It is contended by Sri F.S.Nariman that once these 

Regulations are made, they alone govern tne admissions 

to and fees payable in the dental colleges and that the 

Karnataka Rules aforesaid - ana in particular the 

amended Rule 5 read with the definition of "Karnataka 

student" — cease to apply to them with effect from the 

said date. It is submitted that with effect from the 

date of the said Regulations, Karnataka Government has 

no power over the dental colleges. These submissions 

are disputed by the learned Advocate General of the 

Karnataka. 

Over the last two years, several problems and 
difficulties in the matter of implementation of the said 
scheme were brought to our notice by the governments, 
managements, students and their parents. In particular, 
it was being complained that the gap in the fees paid by 
'free students' and 'payment students' is too large and 
that contrary to the intention of the scheme, most of 
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the boys from the well-to-do families were taking away 

free seats leaving the payment seats to students from 

the rural areas and backward communities. The 

managements also complained that the fees prescribed by 

-this Court is not sufficient to meet the necessary 

expenditure. Keeping these representations in mind, we 

made the following order on April 27, 1995 SUQ motu: 

M A Constitution Bench of this Court in 
Unnikrishnan J.P. & Qrs. v. State of A.P. 

& Qrs. (1993) 1 SCC 645, framed a Scheme 
regarding admission of candidates to the 
private professional colleges. In terms 
of the Scheme 50% seats were free seats 
and the remaining 50% seats have<?) were 
payment seats. By a subsequent order 
part of the payment seats were also 
allocated as NRI quota. The Scheme has 
now been operative for over two years. 

We would like to have the suggestions and 
comments from the State Governments and 
Union of India regarding the functioning 
of the Scheme. The concerned Ministeries 
of the Government shall indicate in case 
any modification/change in the working of 
the Scheme is required at this stage. 

Copy of this Order be sent to the 
Advocate Generals of all the States, 

Attorney General of India, Indian Medical 
Council, University Grants Commission, 

Dental Council of India, All India 
Council for Technical Education. The 
response of the above shall be filed 
before 31st July, 1995." 

In response to the above order, some of the State 
Governments, statutory councils, managements, students 
and other interested persons have come forward with 
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suggestions which may briefly be mentioned hereinbelow. 

gUBBEfflCHMS* 

The Karnataka Government has suggested that; there 
should be a uniform method of admission to all the 
professional colleges irrespective of the fact whether 
they were established and maintained by a minority 
community or by others and that the scheme of admissions 
should be applied equally to deemed universities. In 
short, they want a uniform scheme of admissions 
applicable to all professional colleges. It is further 


submitted 

that 

the denial of discretion 

to 

the 

management 

in 

the 

matter of admission, of 

students 

altogether 

has 

led 

to great resentment and 

lack 

of 

incentive 

in better 

management and improvement 

of 

the 


institutions. It is suggested that all the professional 
colleges should be permitted to admit N.R.Is./foreign 
students <and in case N.R.Is./foreign students are not 
available, students of their own choice) to the extent 
of twenty five percent of the intake capacity and the 
rest seventy five percent should*be treated as free 
seats. 

M&MARAStjI£as 

The Haharashtra Government has suggested that the 
present scheme of fifty percent free seats and fifty 
percent payment seats may be modified to make it eighty 
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percent free seats and twenty percent non-resident 
quota. It is submitted that admissions to both these 
quotas should be allowed to be made by the State 
Government alone and that the fees for twenty percent 
N.R.I. seats should be so fixed as to cover entire cost 
of running the college. It is also submitted that 
constitutional reservations be allowed to be made among 
the eighty percent free seats. Another suggestion made 
is that students coming from outside Maharashtra should 
be allowed to be charged higher fees than the 
Maharashtra students. 

TAMIL NADU ; 

The Tamil Nadu Government has suggested that under 
the present scheme, students from rural background and 
poor classes are not able to get into merit seats. It 
has suggested that twenty five percent seats be reserved 
for N.R.Is./Management and the balance of seventy five 
percent seats should be allowed to be filled by the 
government as free seats. It has requested that the 
separate status for minority institutions permitting 
them to admit fifty percent of the students on their own 
may be abolished and that there should be a uniform 
pattern of admissions for all the professional colleges. 
It has pointed out that because of the special 
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consideration shown to M.E.Is., a number of institutions 
are falsely claiming to be minority institutions only 
with a view to gain the advantage of fifty percent 
admissions on their own. 

UNION OF INDIA ; 

The Union of India has filed an application seeking 
extension of time by six weeks on the ground that the 
suggestions formulated by the Ministry of Htiman Resource 
Development have been submitted to the Cabinet for its 
approval and that the Cabinet is likely to consider the 
same and take a decision in abtout six weeks. 

UNIVERSITY GRANTS COMMISSION (U.G.C._?_ ; 

The U.G.C. has stated that because of certain legal 
difficulties, it could not evolve a fee structure or 
frame regulations governing the admissions to these 
professional colleges. It is stated that in any event 
regulations framed by A.I.C.T.E., M.C.A and D.C.A. cover 
most of the field. It has requested the Court to 
empower it to frame regulations under Sections 12 and 
12—A regulating the admissions and the fees to be 
charged in these colleges. It has sought a 
clarification whether the said scheme applies to deemed 
universities. It has also suggested that for generating 
additional resources the colleges may be permitted to 
admit more N.R.2s./foreign students against payment 
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ft.I.C-T.F- a 


has stated 


regulations as contemplated Ly this ecu t A icarc -t’i a 
the scheme evolved m Unmkishnan . it - »cnes+-»d 

that the present fee structure shoj Ic be v^ser: - d 
that the N.R.I. quota should be increased. 

A number of edt - *-ior»al institutions have sought 
permission to intervene m the natter. They have made 
several suggestions. Broadly speaking, they want rror-e 
discretion m the matter of admission of students, steep 
increase in the fees, hifing up or K .F>.1. cuota and so 
on. T he fees, it is &n A i-fc 3 r», ^sculd t *n-ed based' 
and f i v ed separatei ^or n ef-f !,**■*■ i tu*ic -» -c'«a n* t*^e 


M.^.Is. have as*el far 1’Oerty ^o 


t the c t*re 


hundred percent shpnn^h with the stud- delo-'Qir- 


the corcerned minority. At the s-fr<= 


3 , brx fa me 


stated that the M.E.Is. should be hcde to adnt *he 
students belong*-., A the particular minority strictl/ 
in order of merit. Learnea counsel dm ~ot p’ead tor 
anv discretion for the mcAnaoement of f^.ic.Is. in 
matter of admission. 

IHg EStSENI SIAIIJS: 
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The situation as on today is that in the State of 
Maharashtra, not only the common entrance test has been 
held and result published but the students have also 
been allotted against all the free seats. But for the 
clarification sought by the State Government with 
respect to N.R.I. quota, the allotment Of payment seats 
would also have been completed by now. In Karnatc^a, 
common entrance test has been held confining it to 
Karnataka students alone and results have been published 
but no allotment has been made awaiting the orders of 
this Court. (Sri Rama Jois, learned counsel appearing 
for certain non—Karnataka students complains that State 
Government is in truth colluding with the managements of 
professional colleges with a view to defeat the «=chems 
framed by this Court anti that while amending Rules on 
one hand restricting the admissions .to Karnataka 
students. the Government has permitted the managements 
to issue advertisements inviting applications for 
admission to these colleges to be submitted directly to 
them. Even the amendment of Rules in 19^5 * referred to 
above), says Sri Jois, is in truth intended to allow 
these colleges to admit students of their choice 
directly since it is a well known fact that all the 
payment seats cannot be filled by Karnataka students.) 
So far as other States are concerned, precise 
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information is not placed before us except to state that 
the process of admission is at various stages a* 
final isation. 

In the above state of affairs, it is obvious, any 
major modification of the scheme in Un mfrrishn an cai 
only be for the next academic year and onwards- ~ne 
major demand of Karnataka and the Tamil Nadu Governments 
is for a uniform treatment of all professional colleges 
- whether established and maintained by minorities or by 
others - m the matter of admissions- This submission 
involves the question whether Article 30 of the 
Constitution stands in the way of such eoual treatment- 
^e/eral aspects of A t rip 30 are already pending uefore 
a xargF ,r ' Bench as stated aoo’/f*. It is- her°foi s, rot 
possible for us to mate any such di*~e*" i ‘ , cn as prayed for 
by *be said oovcrmunts. That can tie -none only by The 
larger Bench. 

Moreover., admasions are already unde* - in 

several States in accordance with the said srheme, as 
modified b/ the subsequent orders of this Cc n-t refer 
to above. Regulations have been ^ramed Dv tne 

A.I.T.C.E., Dental Comal and several Stat«* Go'e-rmonts 


on the basis of and m accordance with the said scheme. 
All of them cannot Sv ddenly be suspended by us and at 
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this point of time. It requires a much wider and more 
extensive hearing of all points of view and a deeper 
consideration of the suggestions of several governments, 
councils, institutions and others before a definite 
opinion can be expressed. Need there certainly is for 
evolving a better and a fool proof scheme consistent 
with public interest. None before us, it may be noted, 
asked for a return to the situation obtaining prior to 
Hohini Jain v. State of Karnataka (1992 (3) S.C.C.666) 
and llnnikrishna n. 

There is yet another consideration. Since the 
aforesaid decisions of this Court, the outlay in 
education has been raised substantially: we are told 
that as a percentage of G.D.P., it has almost been 
doubled- We need not emphasise the -fundamental 
significance of investment in education. It is, 
therefore, time that the governments and public 
financial institutions involve themselves more actively 
in promoting education. 

We have also taken note of the grievance relating 
to the gap between the fees payable bv the “free 
student" and "payment student" and the uniform demand 
for increasing the N.R.I./foreign students quota. Hence 
the following directions, confined no doubt to Academic 
Year 1995-96 only and limited to medical and dental 
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colleges only: 

(1) So far as N.R.I. quota is concerned, it is fixed at 
fifteen percent for the current academic year. It shall 
be open to the management to admit N.R.I. students and 
foreign students within this quota and in case they are 
not able to get the N.R.I. or foreign students upto the 
aforesaid specified percentage, it shall be open to them 
to admit students on their own, in the order of merit, 
within the said quota. This direction shall be a 
general direction and shall operate in the case of all 
the States where admissions have not been finalised- It 
is, however, made clear that by virtue of this 
direction, no student who has already been admitted 
shall be disturbed or removed. 

(E) So far as Minority Educational Institutions are 
concerned, the orders made on August 18, 1993 shall 

continue to govern them for this academic year. This 
shall also be a general direction applicable to all 
States. It is made clear that the above direction 
applies equally to colleges in Maharashtra imparting 
‘unani* medicine courses. 

(3) So far as State of Karnataka is concerned, the 
following additional directions are made: 

(a) The restriction placed by the 1995 amendment to the 
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Karnataka Selection of Candidates for Admission to 
Engineering, Medical, Dental, Pharmacy and Nursing 
Courses Rules, 1993, viz., that only Karnataka students 
(as defined by the said Rules) shall be admitted against 
the payment seats shall not operate for the current 
academic year. Among the fifty percent payment seats, 
we have allocated fifteen percent to N.R.I./foreign 
students Cdirection <1>3- Out of the balance thirty 
five percent seats, twenty percent shall be reserved for 
Karnataka students and remaining fifteen percent for 
non-Karnataka students - as was done during the previous 
academic year. The admission of Karnataka students 
against the payment seats shall be made in accordance 
with the scheme framed in Unnikrishnan out of the 
students who have appeared in the entrance test already 
held. If any of the seats m this twenty percent remain 
vacant, they shall be added to the fifteen percent quota 
of non-Karnataka students and shall be filled in 
accordance with clause (b> below. 

<b) Since there is no suffice time left for 
conducting a fresh common entrance test for non- 
Karnataka students for admission to the aforesaid 
fifteen percent seats specified in clause Ca> above, the 
fallowing direction is made: a press note shall be 
issued by the government of Karnataka W or before 
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August 15, IW5, to be published in all the national 
dailies, calling far applications front non—Karnataka 
students for admission to payment seats in private 
medical and dental colleges in Karnataka, to be 
submitted on or before fifth day of September, 1995. 
The applications shall be accompanied by the Memorandum 
of marks in the qualifying examination, apart from other 
relevant documents. All the applications so received 
shall be tabulated and admissions made on the basis of 
merit determined on the basis of the marks obtained by 
them in the qualifying examination. The students 
admitted shall remit the requisite fee, as specified 
hereinbelow, within ten days of the order of allotment. 


The remitting of amount by 

the student 

into 

the 

government 

account in 

the 

specified 

Bank or 

the 

government 

treasury, as 

the 

case may 

be. 

shall 

be 

treated as 

acceptance 

of allotment of 

seat by 

the 

student and the same 

shall 

be binding 

upon 

all 


concerned. 

<c) All free seats, hereinafter to be called "merit 
seats" shall be reserved for Karnataka students. 
Allotments against these free/merit seats and the 
payment seats meant for Karnataka students shall be 
completed' on or before September .JL6, 1995- The 
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allotment gf meats to non-Karnataka students shall be 
completed on or before 9th day of October. 1995. Any 

seats remaining unallotted after that date or remaining 
unfilled as On 30th October, 1995 shall be allowed to be 
filled by tHe Management on its own. 

EEE SlSUE BBg s 

So far as fee structure is concerned, the following 
orders are made m respect of the medical colleges and 
dental colleges for the current academic years 
(A) The fee payable by the students allotted against 
free seats which may hereafter be designated as merit 
seats shall i^jfe Rupees twenty thousand per annum. The 
fee payable by the payment student is fixed at Rupees 
seventy five thousand. Rupees seventy thousand and 
Rupees sixty K five thousand per annum respectively. In 

It 

other words,, \n respect of colleges having their own 
hospitals, the fee shall be Rupees seventy five thousand 
per annum, irt respect of colleges which partly depend 
upon government hospital and partly upon their own 
facility shall be Rupees seventy thousand per annum and 
in respe&t of colleges which depend wholly upon 
government hospitals, the fees shall be Rupees sixty 

five thousand per annum. 

* 

So fart3|» dental colleges are concerned, the fees 
shall be Rupees fifteen thousand per annum for free/ 
merit sea£ ^|p*d Rupees fifty thousand per annum for 



■paymei>t.^seat s^re spectivel y. 

(B) The Central Government shall provide a subvention of 
Rupees five thousand per annum in respect of every student 
admitted in a private medical college, whether admitted 
against fTee/merit seat or against a payment seat, but 

not in respect of a student admitted against N.R.I./foreign 
student quota specified above. The subvention shall be 
made and continued until the student completes the course 
or for a period of five years whichever is earlier. Tbe 
subvention amount by the Central Government shall be sent 
directly to the concerned college, towards fee, every vear, 
commencing with academic Year 1995-96. Tnis direction shall 
be subject, of course, to the directions th-t may be issued 
by the larger Bench. 

(C) The Reserve Bank of India is directed to evolve a 

scheme for extending study loans to the students studying 

in medical and dental colleges in private orofessional 

colleges. Tnis direction is made after hearing Sri Harish 

Salve, for tne Reserve Bank of India, to whom we had given 

a notice for tnis purpose. For this purpose, the study 

loans shall be deemed to be in the priority sector and shall 

be dealt with as a category under ’Differential Rate 

Interest*, Pending the evolving of such a scheme, the 

following direction is made for this academic year and the 

issue 

Reserve Bank of India is requested tc/apprapriate directions-to-" 



( 26 ) 


Nationalised BatSks forthwith, not later than ten days. 

So far as free/merit students are concerned, they 
shall be given a loan of Rupees fifteen thousand for the 
Academic Year 1995-96 on production of <x> a certificate 
from the concerned medical/dental college that he is 
admitted against a free seat, Cii) an affidavit by the 
student and his father (in the absence of the father, by 
mother or other near relative) that the total annual 
income of the students' family does not exceed Rupees 
fifty thousand an year and <iii) a bond executed by the 
student (and in case he is a minor, by his father/mother 
or the guardian) undertaking to repay the loan m five 
equal annual instalments commencing from two years after 
completion of the course he is studying, or within one 
year of his obtaining employment, whichever is earlier. 
No security need be insisted upon. The amount of loan 
shall be remitted directly to the college concerned. 
The free/ merit students shall pay the fees now fixed or 
the difference between the existing fee and the fee now 
fixed within one month of their admission. 

So far as payment students are concerned, a loan 
upto Rupees fifty thousand may be extended to them on 
the same terms but on further condition that they 
furnish adequate security to the satisfaction of the 
Bank for the loan advanced. 

So far as engineering and other colleges are 
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tjoaoe*^»<4- -the rules, regulations and orders made by the 
concerned council, government and this court shall continue 
to govern for this academic year. There shall be no change 
insofar as these colleges are concerned. In short, the 
position obtaining in the Academic Year 199^-95 shall apply 
and continue for Academic Year 1995-96. The allotment of 
students to these colleges shall be completed by September 
30, 1995. Any seats remaining unallotted - or any seats 
remaining unfilled on or after 16th October, 1995 shall be 
allowed to be filled by the Management. 

Insofar as the suggestion of Karnataka, and Tamil Nadir 
Governments for uniform system of admissions to private 
colleges and for equal treatment of all professional colleges - 
irrespective of the fact whether they are M.E.Is. or not - 
is concerned, it involves the issue whether Article 30 stands 
in the way of equal treatment of M.E.Is. and other similarly 
placed educational institutions not established by the 
minorities. This question cannot be considered by us. It can 
be done only by the larger Bench. Similarly, the request of 
Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu Governments to introduce the system 
of only two categories (free seats and N.R.I. seats in the 
proportion of 80:20 or 75:25, as the case may be) cannot be 
considered by us but only by a larger Bench (of seven Judges) 
in view of the fact that decision in Unnikri shnan was r-endci ed 
by a Bench of five Judges. There is yet another circumstance^ 
the Government of India is. yet -tQ come forward 
with its suggestions in the matter, as stated 
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above. After t^e suggestions of the Government of India 
are receivedy appropriate orders have to be made to be 
effective for the next academic year onwards. We are 
also of the opinion that so far as the final 
adjudication of the several issues indicated hereinabove 
are concerned, it has to be done by a larger Bench as 
indicated above. The questions posed before the seven- 
Judge Bench too have to be answered. The scheme framed 
in linnikr ishnan may also have to be reconsidered/ 
modified. 

The Hon'ble Chief Justice may consider constituting 
a Bench of seven Judges for considering and deciding the 
above issues. 

.J. 

< KULDIP SINGH ) 


...J. 

{’s’.C.AGRAWAL ) 


.J. 

(*b!p.JEEVAN REDDY ) 

NEW DELHIy 
AUGUST 11, 1995. 






R EPOPTABLB—462/95 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OP INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
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(From the Judgment end Order dated 8*8,94 of the Delhi 
High Court m C.W.P.No.2788 of 1994) 


The Principe1 Cambridge School 
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Ms. Payal Gupta & Ors. 
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THE 21ST DAY OF AUGUST,1995 


Present; 

Hon'fcle Mr.Justice S.P.Bharucha 
Hon'fcle Mr.Justice Faizan Uddin 
Hon'fcle Mr.Justice S.B.Majmudar 


Mr.Bhimrao Naik, Sr. Adv. aid Mr.M.P.Jhc., Adv. with 
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Mr.S.R.Bhat, Adv. for the Respondents. 


JUDGMENT 


The following Judgment of the Court was delivered 






Xh Hfc. SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 


CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
C1VIU APPEAL NO. 5664 OF 1994 


The Principal Cambridge School .. .Appel Iant* 

ana another 


vs. 


Ms. Payal Septa l ur«. 


...Respondents 


JUDGMENT 


Faizan Uddi~>, J. 

1 . -4" n Q ca 'he appellants, the Central 

Boaro o- ^ w. t Ld 'cation introduced 1 > •*- 2 scheme ot 

'Curjjfcr 4 i n veir 1977 orauding general education 
to to x j * ot i» * 2 ciass. visual ismn two 

distinct - jes ■»ne up to c%ass / and tne other up to 
class \ .<■ t ar tre students uitn certain comoetence 

should a*c e oursuf* education oeyond class <- The 
apoeitant. Cambridge Scnoni, New Delhi, witn a view to 
ach-eve the storecard objective and to upgrade tne 

t 

academic stanaara of pacn student througn special 



programmr presc^cso a cu* off levtitof 50 per cent 
marks for admission to class XI of the said school* 
Consequently, the r*r incipal-appellant addressed a 
circular dated 4.1G.1993 to the parents tf¥ the students 
stating that the admisstdn to class X would not be 
automatic but a cut oft level was prescribed by the 
Cambridge School to the effect tnat a student of class X 
must obtain If per t ert marks in aggregate m the Board 
examination * 0 * j 2 *nL granted reaamission in class XI. 
In other *ic»d3 i*- woe t j oe a *resh admission even for 
those -tadert, n~ c^'-ssj class X Trom tne Camondge 
Schorl ~c f t f nc min.mum marks of 50 per cent m 

aggrcga^* a t** ^ a 1 living percentage for oeina 

consioe *»eo r *>r t'L.amission in class XI. A similar 
C’f*u*ar <**a- «tua.n issued m February, 1994. As a 

consequence o* „n- said circulars, after declaration of 
~fcr 3 u*l vB a+ -lac-* A bv tne Central 3card of Seconaahy 
Educa ion ct—»£ots who secured ma^ps less than 50 

pe. cen 4, *- uure r s-i, were askea to obtain their scnooi 
Aeavinc rerti-ira^es- *t appears that the parents of 
sum stjnpr-^ ^ Q rec inarms less than 5u per cent 

in aggregate aoo*‘jacn®d the 3eouty Education Ctficer who 
oy ms it’tv * * ^ a *eo 12.6.1994 directed that all students 
of class < should be admitted into class XI without any* 
pass percentage. But the school autnorxfcxe* took the 
stand that no such direction could be issued by the 
* rector ate of Education pince the cower to regulate 



admission under Delhi. School Education Act, 1973 and 

Rule 14'* of the uelm School Education Ruies ves^s 
the head of the school. 

2 In the facts ana circumstances aforementioned 

tne respondent r»r»ir and tn «» atner stuaents ot 4 he 

Lent laq^ School * led tne Civj » font Petition No. 

27tf8 l 9* m the u iot _o rt ot D°lhi chail^noiru th*- 

i«*Qaii v arm n r ron t / of x,~e ciiCLicrs aforcmeitioned 
pr*s ^ n nr l r * , - *or actr ss*on to <1 lass ir 

re r fll d **cror oacrh ot ten stuaents h a a al'-a ^lled 

a C 1 / 3 I Wr*t »t r or No. 29 / /1°94 l Keema Sovaj. Ors. 

(_t. feeverr ct vt hj l u-'S 3 -hailenoiig the 
vane tv ■» «.ne S-»i- c rculars p^pscribino the c it of * 
mci 1 s Tt r adni_»si-*n to cia=>s y I. In the mean wmle 
Li 1 w it r t ui ion No. *.9'*7/'W94 « 3 - withdrawn as tre 

_c m nnn e scaied down the aGgregate of 5 * 

'ip*' ^n ra * z L ** cent ona the students aanutted 
i he ->c.-r' 1 c ~e t one or tuo avuopntis uho haa secured 
abo 3 «.er c aggregate o it tne/ ^iso 

; u nf> r x \ _ .cr u ^n a vi*w to ©3ther reapoear 

xr t e r a"i *rxon tr se.ire 5 per cer^ mar s or would 
^eet ft c?m e:c i 'i r* s^me ctner scnooi m the writ 
o*titj.cn i W jy the responaent nerein and three 

others, two students nad secured 45 per cent marts ana, 
tnerr-Tore, tre\ were coverea ov tn*» derision of the 
senuox in soUinn down segregate percentage ana, 

tnere-o e, thev also withdrew their petition and one 



student who naa secured about 35 per cent marks also 
withdrew hie petition with a view to either reappear m 
the exair*nat\on or to meek admission elsewhere. The 
respondent herein, however, pursued the petition as she 
^ad *«cureo 44.6 per cent marls in aggregate ano was not 
ellowed to continue her studies m class XI m 
appellant s school. 

3 * case of the respondent before the Hign 

Court was that the Principal and the school authorities 
were not justified to deny admission to its own students 
who had passed c*ass XI e<ammation which is a public 
examination and a« neither the Act nor the Rules 
prescribe any _ut off level of marws for promotion to XI 
class in tne same scnooi after passing class X 
esarmation and, tnereTo^e, the act of issuance of the 
iTouonea - rcuiar*- w ftS arbitrary, illegal and without 
autnc ty. r e aDDs-ll^nt contested the said petition by 
con-erdino the Education Commissions wniie 

recommtid n ge e a* education at the secondary stage 
suggested fr it should oe followed b^ two years of 
civetsified and vocational education and, therefore, it 
was necessary to prescribe a cut off level of marks. 
The apoelimt turther took the stand that when a 
candidate •*- admitted to class XI it is a fresh 
admission and in fact a case of readmission and not 
merely a case of promotion which is apparent from the 
scheme of 10+2 examination. The High Court, however. 
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did not agree with the stand taken by the appellant and 
took the view that an un-aioed recognised school cannot 
of its own fix a criteria of not admitting its own 
students to class XI unless they secure certain minimum 
percentage of marls m class X examination which is a 
public examination and if a school lays down any such 
criteria it would be arbitrary, unreasonaole and 
irrational. The High Court, therefore, directed the 
aooellant to admit the respordent herein to class \I of 
tneir school which ied to the filing of the present 
appeal. 

4 * ^.earrec counsel appearing for the appellant 
vehemently ur y ed belo r e us tnat Rule 145 of Delhi School 
Education Rule-* 1*9 distinctly provides that the Head 
ot anv un uidep recognised school shall regulate 
admissions ro the .cncoi or to any class tnerecf on the 
basis ct a^trission test or on the basis of result of a 
particular c„ass a" scnocJ and tne said rule thus not 
only takes witnir its fold the cases of readnussion oyt 
the caseu oi promotion are also covered ana, therefore, 
the issuance of crrula^s D> the Principal of the school 
who is tne neco oi the schoui, prescribing the criteria 
for readmission to class XI was m conformity with the 
ambit and scc.ce or ^ule 145 and, as such, the Principal 
was fully within his powers in issuing the 
aforementioned circulars. Learned counsel for the 
appellant sought to support his arguments by an earlier 
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decision rendered bv & Division Bench of the Delhi High 
Court m the case of Km^. Renuka Knurana & Ore. Vs. Delhi 
Administration C44 <^91) Delhi law Times 6343. 


*“ a * n vxew of ^he facts and circumstances stated 
above the short question that arises for our 
consideration is whether the Head ot a private un-aided 
school nas tne power tc regulate admission bv 
prescribing the criteria of cut off level of marks under 
Rule 1 4®* and on tha^ oa^is may aeny admission to the 
students o* its n*n school to class XI who had passed 
class X f «er 4 -ajL Iroara of Secondary Education with marl s 
1p4<5 than 50 er cont xr. aggregate. A further question 
mav arise wnetner ir the aforementioned situation a 


ttudenc 

who 

ciass 

X 

would 

be entitled 

to 

automatic 

promotion 

to the 

ne\t hioher class i.e. 

XI 

class or 

1 v w^uld oe 

i case 

of 

fresh 

or readmission 

to 


the neyt hig ** cxacia ir the same school. 

6 " Triers is no dispute that the aopellant, 
Cambrioq* .acnat is an un-aided recognised school under 
the provi-.«ns ot Delhi School Education Act, 1973 
(hereinafter n*» Act >. At tne very out-set it may be 
stated that Section 16 of the Act deals with admission 
to recognised schools. Sub-section i3> of Section \t> 
contemplates tnat "admission to a recognised school or 
to any clast thereof shall be regulated by ruies made in 
this behalf"* Further Section 28 relates to the rule 
making bower of A the Administrator and clause <q) of sub- 



section *2) of Bertion 2B relates to tne rule making 
power of the Administrator for admissions to a 

recognised school. In pursuance to the aforementioned 
rule making power the Delhi School Education Rules. 1972 
(hereinafter the Rules > were framed. Chaoter XII of 
these Rules relate to tne admission to recognised 
schools which contains Rule 131 to Rule 1 A 5. Rule 
to 134 deal wii*n aom*ssions of students in aiced schools 
and are rot relevant fo 1 - the purpose of this appeal as 
the appexlant school xS an un-aideo recognised school. 
Rule 13*s prescribes the manner o* admission and 

contemplates tnat no student shall be admitted unless an 
application m tne prescribed form signed by his parent 
or* guardian n»detn submitted to the scnool. Rule 136 
relate* ro ~re er rv o- tne name of the students on tne 
ro- i of xne scnooi on the date on whxch he tirsi: 
attends his c. s. Kue 137 contemplates that aomission 
snail ordina'ilv oe made once 3 year and shall not be 
made aft*r 3*st oav ot August of tne year except jnner 
uerfain circumstance^ permitted by the Director. Rules 
12^ to 14^ not -elevani for the purpose of this 

appeal. R*. . e 3. 1 14 and 145 are relevant ana the same 
reaa at. unae ,,r - 

"138. Admission of failed students 
not to be refused -A student who 
fails at anv puoiic examination 
shaii not. on that account, be 
refused re~admissior m the scnooi 
or class by the scnooi from which 
he had appeared atr such exmination”. 
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144. Power to issue departmental 
instructions- The Director may 
issue instructions witn regard to 
any matter, not covered fay this 
Cnapter? relating to aided schools. 


M 145. Admission to recognised 
unaided schools- 

<1) The head of every recognised 
unaided school shall regulate 
admissions to a recognised unaided 
scnool or to any class thereof 
either ton the basis of admission 
test or on the basis of result m a 
particular class or school. 

<2f Suo^ect to the provisions of 
sub-rule Cl#. the provisions of tms 
Chapter snail, so *ar as may be. 
apply -co aoruasian to a recognised 
ura'ded school as they apolv to 
admissions to an aided scnool.'* 


A reading c* sub-rule <2) of Rule 145 reproduced above 
will go cc Ef-rv fcnat all the provisions of Chapter XII 
sha 1: . sc f«*r as may oe, apply to admission to a 
recognised un-iued scnool as they apply to admission m 
ajded schoo- with the distinction that in the case of 
aideo schoo *2 *t is the Director who can issue 
instructions t*n th regard to any matter not covered bV 
Chapter >~Z r CA atirg to admissions to aided schools? 
while m the case of admissions to recognised un-aided 
schools it is the Head oi the recognised un-aided school 
who is authorised to regulate such admissions. That 
being so? the provisions qi Rule 135 will apolv m the 
esse of admission to aided as well as on-aided schools. 



Rule 135, a© ©aid earlier, directs that no student shall 
be admitted to an aided school unless an application in 
the prescribed form signed by his parent or guardian has 
been submitted to such a school. Learned counsel ior 
the appellant therefore contended that after the student 
passes a particular class there is fresn or reaamission 
to the higher class even in the same school. We are 
unable to persuade ourselves to accede to this 
prooosation. If it we^e sm the appellant school would 
have suopor^-ed the contention oy producing various 
appxicatnns iraoe h/ the parents or guardians of 
students ~or clch **resh anmission or reaamission f^om 
one class to t a n<* A highe~ Ci.ass but no such material 
was 0 ia_eo either aefore tne High Court or oefore this 
^our't. It may. nowevet , be pomtea out that it is 
common t-nowi edge that once a student is qiver an 
adTissior m ^nv educational institution tov making an 
application jo tne manner prescribed by Rule 135. he is 
not »'e*qL‘-*T*j to siumit fresh application forms after he 
passes a mas© " r c' ms »amission to the ne*<t higher 
ciass. Drue a stuaent *s given admission m anv 
cducatione mstitutj.an the same continues class after 
class unt.l ne leaves tne school. In these racts and 
circumstanc»s it is difficult to accept tnat after a 
student passe* t is tenth class of a public examination 
his admission to the next higher class i.e. eleventh 
class would be a fresh or readmission. 



7. Further it may be seen that Rule 138 
reproduced above contemplates that even a student who 
fans at any public examination shall not, on that 
account, be refused readmission in the school or class 
bv tine school from which he nad appeared at sueft 
examination. If a student who fails at any public 
examination could not be denied reaamission m the 
school or class then it is beyona comprehension as to 
how a stucent who passed the public e<amxnation can be 
denied admission m a higher class in tne same school 
from wmcn he nao apoeared a* such examination. That 
being so, the ^grt of a student to continue his 
stuaies ru *ncr in ihe higner class, m tne same school, 
after 3aHSj.no any public examination, cannot be worse 
tnar tnr v**c*-»t ot a student who fails at any such public 
examination, 7h« scheme of the Act and the Pules 
made thereunder and a combined reading of Sections 
16(3), 2S(7)<□; and Rules 135, 137 and 138 will go to 
show than once a student is admitted to a school the 
same admission continues class after class until he 
passes the last examination for which the school 9 ives 
training and no fresh admission or readmissxon is 
contemplates from one class to the other, therefore, m 
a Higner Secondary School such as the one in guestion, 
the examination of tenth class cannot be regaraed as a 
terminal examination for those who want to continue 
their study is eleventh and twelfth classes of the said 



school. No seoar*te criteria nas been laid down m the 
rules Tor the stupeics passing class a and wishing to 
corunue their studies in eleventh and twelfth classes. 


8. Now comma to the provisions af sua-ruie <1/ 

of rule 14®* which is the sheet ancnor ot the appellant s 
case, we do not find ar/thing *n tne said ruHe which 
contemplates or jequires fresh or readmission ot a 
student m tne same scnoni after he passes an 

examination f~om the said scnooi, That the class X 
e am»nat or . a public examination does not mal e an ' 
aif^eterre, me q< cs' on or an admission test or the 
es u+ in a particular ciass or scnooi for purposes of 
ecu*S'-ion i o uo «. anlv it a student of one 

ms* 3 tux ic ores c** admission m some other 
insult, ur T, -»r» question of admission test on the 

oasis or - p»s It m a particular class will not be talen 

into accou" m tne case of a student of the same school 
wno ocsses tne outvie e amination. Learned counsel for 
tn* app-il-vs u as unable to produce or shot* an* 
provision ar Hie Act or the Pules which specifically 
cortamnlates tr« readmission or fresh admission is 
necessarv - «-»e t moher class after a student 

paws ou * r« ocular cl«*s nor ne could snow any 
provision ot law au norisina the need of an educational 
institution to orescnoe = cut off level ot marts for 

continuance ot futther studies in nigner class m the 

__ .-** student who passes a public 


same 


school bv a 



examination. 


S. The decision rendered by the Division Bench 
of the High Court in the case of Km. Renuka Khurana 
(supra > and relied on by the learned counsel for the 
appellant, is not of any assistance to the appellant as 
the question of power of the Director to issue 
instructions to un-aided schools alone was the point m 
controversy and the question of power of Head of the 
school to regulate admission on either of tne two basis 
i.e. on the basis ot the test or on the basis of result 
m previous class was not directly in issue. It was not 
a case of admission or readmission in the same school 
but xn a different institution altogetner. 

9 . Ir view o+ the above discussion the appeal 
taii** and is hereoy dismissed- No order as to costs. 
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IN J-U SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIV L At j-£LL*.TE JURISDICTION 
CIVIL APPEAL NO.8398 OF 1995 

(From the Judgment and Order dated 22.12.93 of the Orissa 
High Court in 0.J.C.No.5229 of 1993) 


Controller of Examination, 

Utkal University ...Appeilcnt 

v. 

Miss Paurnamcsi Das ...^espond^nt 


WITH 

CIVIL APrE^L NO. 8399 OF 1995 
(From the Judgment and Order dated 8,9.94 of the Orissa 
High Court in 0„J.C.No.5162 of 1994) 


Utkol University & Anr. 

v. 

Nihar Ranjan Niyak 


...Appellants 


...Respondent 


Present; 


THE 19TH DAY OF SEiTEMPER,1995 


Hon'hle Mr.Justice M.M.Punchhi 
Hon'ble Mrs.Justice Sujata V.Menohrr 


Mr.Vinoo 3hrgat, Adv. for the Appellants. 

Mr.A.K.panda, Adv. for the Respondent in C.A.No.8399/95 
Mrs.K.Shards Devi, Adv. for the Respondent m C.A.No.8398/95 


JUDGMENT 


The following Judgment of the Court was delivered: 





IN THE SUPREME COURT 01“ INDIA 


CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL APPEAL NO. . . &3,9.a .OF 1995 

(Arising out of S.L.P. (Civil) No.ot>63 OF 1994) 


Controller of Examinations, 

Utkal University ... Appellant 


versus 


Miss Paurnamasi Das 


Respondent 


WiTH 

CIVIL APPE AL NO.Lt 0L_1° C _ C 

out Of S.L. P. (Civil) No.l9?~l or 1 9°4) 

Utkal University & Anr. . . Appellants 

versus 

Nihar Ranjan Naysk ... Respondent 


J JlJLi L X 

Mr- s,§\ Li at a Y,ManQha.r., I*. 

Leave granted. 

These two appeals pertain to the pre-dsqree and 
final degree examinations conducted by the Utkal 
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University 

for 

awarding the B.A. 

degree. 

The Utkal 

University 

has 

framed Regulations 

for the 

conduct of 


examinations. Under Regulation 12 of the Regulations, 
classes (i.e. First class Hons., Second class Hons., 
etc.) are awarded in both pre-degree and final degree 
examinations separately. Regulation 12 provides tnat 
classes are awarded separately in each examination and 
both shall be shown in the diploma. In the pre-degree 
examination. Regulation 12 provides, inter ali 3 , that m 
order to obtain a 2nd Class Honours, a minimum nf 30* 
marks are required in core subjects oti cr than honours 
subject, while 45% marks in the aggregate are required 
in all the honours papers taken togetner. Fo^ ohtairing 
a 1st Class Honours, a minimum of 30% Is required m 
each subject but in the honours subject, 60% marks are 
required in the aggregate- 

The second part of Regulation.12 deals with tne 
final examination. In the final examination, m orac?i 
to obtain 2nd Class Honours degree, a minimum of 30% is 
required in each subject and 45% of ma^ks are required 
in the aggregate of all the honours papers provided that 
the candidate has retained honours in the pre-degree 
examination. In order to obtain a 1st Class Honours 
degree in the final examination, a minimum of 30% marks 
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are required in each subject and 60% c* marks a r e 
required for the agg-'eqate of honours papers provided 
the candidate has retained honours A u the pre-degree 
examination. These Regulations, th® e + crs, clearly 
provide that in the fin^l examination a candidate will 
be granted an honours deqree, either in the 1st class or 
the 2nd class as the case may be, provided he has 
obtained honours in the pre-degree examination. 
The nat^-ia) portion of Regulation 16 (bl is as follows. 


"Based on the marks of the final 
examination only the list of tho°e who 
have obtained honours shall be ^r^^oeci 
in two classes and within each ciats the 
names shall be arranaed In order of 
merit.. 


Therefore, the class which is awarded *» <- cjJa r c . r 
the final examination depends enti civ on tmarhc 
obtained by the candidate in the Tiriai e *airina J ion Fc * 
obtaining an honours degree, however, there is an 
additional condition that an honours in the final 
examination will not be granted to a candidate if he hai 
failed to secure honours in the pre-degree examination. 
Therefore, in order to obtain an honours degree a 
candidate must secure honours in the pre-degree 
examination. He must also secure honours m the fin**l 
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examination. The class that he obtains will depend upon 
the marks obtained in the final examination alone. 

In 1990, the Utkal University framed, what is 
known as a Hard Case Rule for pre-degree and final 
degree examinations of the plus three year degree 
course. This Rule deals with various kxr.ds of hard 
cases. It inter alia, provides thc<t if a candidate who 
appears for an honours decree in <*ny honours subiect 
fails to secure honours, or the ne/t hiohe. cl in the 
honours sublet, by not more than 0.5% of the maximum 
marks in the honours subject, the required marks be 
added to the paper in \ ,K ich the candidate has secured 
the highest percentage of marks to enable him'net to 
retain honours or to secure the ne-ct mgher class as tun¬ 
case may be. 

In the light of these provisions, let us examine 
the facts in the two appeals which are before us. 

No.8398/95 

In appeal^arising out of S L P. c C t No.66t>3/^, the 
respondent appeared for the pre-degree 8.A. e ammution 
conducted by the Utkal University m 1992. Her honours 
subject was Oriya language. She secured 201 out of 400 
marks and thus qualified for appearing as an honours 
student in the final degree examination. In 1993, the 
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respondent appeared in the final degree examination. 
She obtained 176 marks out of 400 in her honours 
subject. Since the minimum percentage of marks reauired 
for an honours degree are 45%, she was short of the 
minimum required by 4 marks. She, therefore, did not 
qualify for an honours degree and she was awarded a B.h. 
general degree and not an honours degree. As per the 
Hard Case Rule, she was entitled to be given 0.5% or the 
maximum marks if this enabjed her tc obtain the minimum 
marks required for an honours decree. » 1 nee t ie rn^xinu 1 ^ 
marks in hhonours sublet wers 400, she enritlco 
to obtain ? fr:ce marks under the Hard Case Rile. This, 
however, was not sufficient for her to obtain the 
minimum 45% marks. Therefore, she could not ha^e 
obtained an honours degree. 

it is the contention of the respondent that if the 
maximum marks are to be counted as 400 marks in the ors~ 
degree examination plus 400 ma^ks in the final degree 
examination, the total maximum marks would be 800 and, 
therefore, she would be entitled to 4 grac^ uno^r 
the Hard Case Rule. If she iz even rhese 4 maruo '« 
her final degree examination in her honours oexure, she 
will be able to obtain 45% marks in het honours subject. 
This contention which found favour with the High Court 
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does not appear to derive any support from the 
Regulations pertaining to the conduct of examinations of 
the Utkal University. The Hard Case Rule quite clearly 
provides that it is to be applied in each part of the 
examinations separately. 

Paragraph 2?Z) of tne Hard Case n uTe rovldo*: that 
"the Hard Case Rule shall be applied in each part", each 
part being the pre-degree B.A. examination ana the final 
degree B.A. examination. The entire scheme of marks 
under the Regulations also quite clearly 

separate provisions for the pre-degree examination and 
for the final degree examination Regulation Itub' also 
very clearly provides that the marks in the final degree 
examination only will be the basis for awarding ncnru»s 
and class. Therefore, it is not possible to ado tn- 
marks which can be obtained in the p e-Hpg-ce 
examination to the marks in the final decree c ami nation 
for the purpose of applying the Haro Case Rule. In the 
pre-degree examination also if the candidate misses 
honours by 0.5% marks she can have those marks added. 
In the present case, there was no occasion to apply the 
Hard Case Rule to the 'respondent in the pre-degree 
examination since she obtained 45% marks in her pre¬ 
degree examination. The only occasion for applying the 
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Hard Case Rule arose at the time of the final degree 
examination. However, under the Hard Case Pule only 2 
marks could have been added which were rot sufficient 
for the respondent to obtain honours in f ir< 1 oogros 

examination. The Hi ah Court was, the eftr® not right 
in coming to the conclusion that 4 marks sheuia be *d -nd 
in the final degree ex c rrinarion 
No. 6399/95 

In appeal/arising out of 3 L.P.CO No.I9P°1/V4 
also the respondent appealed for the pre-degree 
examination in 19^2. His honours subject was Political 
Science. He secured 243 out of 400 marks in his Honours 
subject and thus qualified for appearing in the final 
degree examination for a 1st Class Honours the 

minimum marks for a 1st Class Degree being oC' 0 m tie 
honours subject. In 1993, tne respondent appe^^a in 
the final degree examination. He obt. J 236 i- <-,* 
400 marks for tne honour? subject. Tl- ’s tei 1 -no*r cr 
the minimum requirement tor a 1st Class Decree by 4 
marks. Hence, the respondent was awarded a 2nd Class 
Honours Degree to wfv>'ch he was eligible in view of his 
marks in the final examination and in view of the fact 
that he had obtainec honours in the pre-degree 
examination. The respondent contended that he should be 
granted 4 marks under the Hard Case Rule on the same 
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No. 8398/95 

grounds as the respondent in appeal^/ arising out of 
S* L.P.(C) No.6663/94. For the reasons which we have 
already set out, the maximum marks uhi:n “oula have been 
added were 2 under the hard Case Rule. This would not 
have enabled the respondent to obtain a nun mum 60% 
marks in the honours subject in the final degree 
examination. 

In the oremises, both the appeals are allows 
The judgments and orders of the High Court are set asuin 
and the writ petitions are dismissed. Ir, r -n 
circi | m e t?nrf'c, there will be no order as to co^ts 


[n.*l. Pv nr>h» 


lj‘ 


J 


.. J. 

[Sujata V.Hanohar] 

New Delhi; 

September 19, 1995 
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IN THE SUPRENE COURT OF INDIA 


CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL APPEAL HtL. 10004 OF 1995 
[Arising out of SLP (C) No. 25439 /95(CC-4233)3 

Sat. Yashoaat 1 Harsukhlal Lathia & Ors. ... Appellants 

Versus 

Saurashtra Kutch Stock Exchange $ Ors. ... Respondents 


ilili 


Leave granted. 

Only controversy is whether the first 
appellant fulfilled the qualifications of 12th standard 
prescribed for consideration of her membership of the 
Stock Exchange. Admittedly, the appellant passed 
Matric which is equivalent to 11th standard in Gujarat 
State, Saurashtra region. The Saurashtra University 
Act, 1965 (Gujarat Act 39 of 1965) was amended by the 
Gujarat Secondary Education (Amendment) Act, 1978, 
(Gujarat Act No.32 of 1978) which was published after 
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receipt of the assent of the President In the "Gujarat 
Government Ga 2 ette" on the 29th September, 1978. It 
provided that In Section 43 clause (1) after the words 
"Secondary School Certificate Examination" the words 
"In the eleventh standard or the Higher Secondary 
School Certificate Examination" shall be Inserted. The 
Explanation thereto clearly amplifies that the "Higher 
Secondary School Certificate Examination" means the 
examination of the students In the twelfth standard. 
The first appellant having passed the eleventh standard 
examination was thus qualified for consideration of 
membership of the Stock Exchange. The Screening 
Committee had rejected her petition on the ground that 
the first appellant had not have the qualification of 
12th standard in that behalf; it was, however, not 
brought to its notice that by virtue of the 
aforementioned amendment, the eleventh standard was 
made equivalent to Higher Secondary Certificate 
Examination. 

In view of the legal position set out above, 
the first appellant is entitled to be considered by the 
appropriate Committee whether she could be admitted as 
a member of the Saurashtra-Kutch Stock Exchange at 
Rajkot. The appeal is accordingly allowed. The 
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Screening Committee would consider and dispose of the 
claim of the first appellant within a period of eight 
weeks from the date of the receipt of this order. No 
costs. 


(K.RAhASWAMY) 




. .3 

(B . L.HANSARI A) 

NEW DELHI; 

OCTOBER 30. 1995. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 


CIVIL APPEAL 10246 OF 1995 
(Ari<> ^ out of SIP 'Ci No.19431 of 1995) 


Oauhati University 

Versus 

Shri Niharlal Bhattacharjee 


*,. Appel 1 ant 


... Respondent 


ORDER 


Leave granted. 

The appellant-Dniversity was impleaded as a 
party defendant to the Title Suit No.61/90 on the file 
of the Munsiff No. (11, District Karimganj in Assam. 
The suit was posted for appearance on May 29, 1990 but 
the summons were served on the appellant on May 28, 
1990. He sent a letter to the Court seeking 
adjournment. Though the case was adjourned to July 19, 
1990, the adjourned date was no: irt i mated to the 
University. In consequence, the Umve-sity did not 
enter appearance and the suit was ultimately decided 
ex-parte. The appellant filed an application under 
Order 9 Pule 13 CPC to set aside the ex. parte decree. 
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The Trial Court held that it was barred by limitation 


under Article 123 of the Sch^ 1 e *> the Limitation 
Act* 1963. On appeal, the H*qi rnjrt confirmed the 
order. Th s thi -> upp*e t * 


Column 3 envisages that limitation would run 
from the date of the decree, or where the summons or 
notice was not dulv served . when the applicant had 
knowledge of the decree. The question, therefore, is 
whether the appelant has been duly served. 

Order 5 Rule 6 CPC provides that: 


"6. Fixing day for appearance of 
defendant. - The day for the 
appearance of the defendant shaV* 
be fixed with efrierce to L he 
current business o ■.n* r our* the 
place of residence oi l ' n d a n t 

and tue time me 

service of the sum* ne day 

shall be sc *ix i k 3 1 he 

defendant suf f ci^rt ' - c rnaOa 
i i m to a ^nu * n't" * 2 jch 

day." 

Order 9 Rule 6 speaxs oC due service. 


”6. Procedure when only plaintiff 
appears. - (1) where the plaintiff 
appears and the defendant does not 
appear when the suit is coiled on 
for hearing* then - 

(a) When summons duly served. - 
if it is proveo that the summons 
was duly served, the Court mv make 
an order tnat the cuU i*ire ex- 
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parte; 


(b) When summons not duly served. - 
if it is not proved that the 
summons was duly served, the Court 
shall direct a second summons to be 
issued and served on the defendant; 

(c^ ,<lhen summons served but not in 
due time - if it is proved that the 
summons was served on the 
defendant, but not in sufficient 
time to enable him to a p d t a r and 
answer on the day ^ived in the 
summons, the C o ' ** t shall postpone 
the hearing o* the suit to a future 
day to be fixeo by tne Court, and 
shall direct notice of such day to 
be given to the defendant.” 


It would thus be seen that when the summons 
is proved to be duly served, then the limitation begins 
to run under Article 123 from the date of decree. But 
when the summons, though served, but + he defendant had 
not had due time, clause (c) Rule 6 of Order 9, 
envisages further notice to bt given, fixing a future 
date and the couit shall direct notice of such date to 
be given to the defen^rt r*:e. admittedly, 

no such step had been taken. 


It is seen that though notice was served on 
the appellant on May 28. 1990 end the d^te fixed for 
appearance was May 2?, lS r G ^here as no time much 
less sufficient, to reach the court for appearance on 
that date. While adjourning the suit to July 19, 1990, 
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the said date was not communicated to the appellant, as 
envisaged in clause (c) of Rule 6 of Order 9. Thus, 
the summons was not duly served. The limitation began 
to run only when the appellant had knowledge of the ex 
parte decree. From the date of the knowledge, 
admittedly, the application was filed within 30 days. 
The courts below had not adverted to this aspect from 
this perspective. 

The appeal is accordingly allowed. The ex 
parte decree is set aside. The matter is remitted to 
the Trial Court. The appellant shall appear on 
December 4, 1995 before the Trial Court which would 
take such steps as are needed for filing the written 
statement etc. No costs. 


(K.PAMASWAMY) 
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